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exhibited apainit the hiftory afore-, 
faid. 
The account given by Arifea 
, that the holy fcriptures of the 
Teftament were tranflated 
ew into Greeé, in the 
reion of Ptelemy Philadclphus, 
king of Epypt, when Eleazar was 
high pri the ‘Fes : that Pto- 
hmy having, by the advice and af- 
kitan £ Demetrius Phalarcus, 
a noble and learned 4/henian, made 
2 confiderable progrefS in erecting 
nga royal library at 
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could be any way procured, 
was perfuaded by the fame perfon 
to endeavour to get a copy of the 
facred books of the ‘fews, have 
them tranflated into Greek, and 
repofited in the faid library, that 
on this motion Ptolemy fent An- 
dreas and the author of the hifto- 
ry in queftion, two noblemen of 
his court, on a folemn embafly to 
Eleazar, todemand an authentic 
copy of the faid books, and fix 
able perfons out of each of the 
twelve tribes, to make the defired 
verfion: that the king fet at liber- 
ty above 100,000 captive Jews, 
and paid their sanfom out of his 
own treafury : that he fent rich 
prefents for the ufe of the chiet 
priefts and the temple at ‘Jerw/a- 
lem : that Eleazar complied with 
every part of Ptolemy’s requett : 
that the whole work was finifhed 
in the fpace of feventy-two days : 
that the faid tranflation was read 
to, and approved of by a full af- 
fembly of all the ‘fews then refi- 
ding at Alexandria: that the in- 
terpreters returned loaded with 
prejents for themfelves, and other 
chief perfons of ‘ferujalem. 

In confirmation of the truth of 
this account, our author produces 
the concurrent teftimonies of other 
antient writers. The firft who 
appears on the lift is Ari/fobulus, 
of the [tock of the anointed priefts, 


mentioned in the firft chapter of 


the fecond book of Aachabees, 
who had been preceptor to Péole- 
my Euergetes 11, and about feven- 
ty years after the death of Ptolemy 
Philadelphus, wrote commentaries 
on the law ef Afofes, which he 
addrefled to Ptelemy Philometor. 
Clemens Alexandrinus and Eujebius 


have quoted thefe commentaries, 
in which it is exprefly afferted, that 
the whole and complete tranflation 
of whatever relates to the Fewip 
law was made at the requeft of 
Ptolemy Philadelphus, under the 
care of Demetrius Phalareus, This 
is followed by a long quotatiog 
from Philo the ‘Few, who wroe 
about the time of our Saviour’s m. 
“g* That author, in his lif 
of Mofes, {peaks of Ptolemy's em 
baffy to the high prieft, withoy 
mentioning his name ; and of the 
tranflation of the Fewip law; 
but not a word of Demetrius Pha. 
lareus, Arifleasy or the number of 
interpreters. 

The third evidence is that of 
Jof2phus. In the introduction ts 
his Antiquities, he mentions a tranf- 
lation of the ‘few1/h law into Greé 
under Ptolemy IL. in the timed 
Eleazar the high prieft. In hi 
fecond book againft Apion, he 
{peaks of the fame tranflation aswss 
made under the care of Demetru: 
Phalareus, Andreas and Arifteas: 
in the fecond chapter of the twelfth 
book of his Antiquities, he give a 
abridgment of Arifieas’s hitory, 
and refers to it as the genuim 
work of the perfon whofe nam 
it bears. 

Tho’ it is own’d, that none od 
the Chriftian writers of the firt 
and pureft ages have undertaken 4 
complete hiftory of this affair, and 
and that they differ one from ane 
ther in fome particulars, our a 
thor thinks their teftimony fom 
terial on the whole, that he quotes 
fome tew pailages from the mo 
confiderable of them. ‘Theleat 
Juflin Martyr, Irenaeus, Torta 
lian, Clemens Alexandrinus, Ext 
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Aan gt. 
hiss, St. Cyril Bifhop of Feru/a- 


; 

St. Auguflin. From all 
rs ise nt both from 
id aus and Chriftians, the vindica- 
‘of WE tordraws up what he thinks the 
the ME tuth of the whole matter, in ten 
his tions, relating to the cer- 
ion HB tainty of Arifleas’s hiftory, the di- 
‘ote HE vine afiftance with which the in- 
na- rs were favoured, apd - 
life ity of the Septuagint in the 
ems hae of the Church. This 
nout J cing performed, he takes a more 
‘the particular view of the hiftory it- 
W; HE (ef, points out the paflages which 
"he HE have given offence, and endea- 
tof HE yoursto fhew, that it contains no- 

thing unworthy of the true Ari- 
tof BE hess, 
ntii We are told, that Lodovicus 
rant HB fies firft broke the ice in this 
ret HA controverfy, but without entering 
ne of HH into particulars, On confulting 
1 bs Hi the paflage here referred to, which 
, Bi in his note on S. Augu/ftin de 
SWE HE vitae Dei, lib. XVIII. Cap. 42. 
erat HH we find the commentator only 
eas: pets that the treatife ufually 
volith HM dcribed to Arifteas, was written 
ea) by fome later author.  ‘Fo/eph 
tory, Nalger allows, that the holy | 
nui HA kriptures were tranflated into 
nam HE Grvk in the reign of Ptolemy Phi- 

éelphus; but denies that Deme- 
one fH ris Phalarevs could have any 
¢ fit HM ence in the affair; and thence 
°° ncludes this hiftory muft have 
I, 


“aforged by forne later hand. 
nan Hi Sor proof of this, the critic refers 
‘one Hermippus, who, as 


fo mi gated by Diogenes Laertius, fays 
quo’ BE Sat Demetrius Phalareus had reti- 
¢ mol md tothe court of Ptolemy Soter, 
“en wis difgraced and banifhed by 


Philadelphus, immediately 
& bis acceffien to the throne. 
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Here our author enquires who this 
Hermippus was: where, and when 
he lived. Whether his account of 
Demetrius? halareusbe reall y incon- 
fiftent with that of Arifteas ; and, if 
it is,which of the two deferves moft 
credit, He finds three perfons die 
ftinguifhed by the name of Her- 
mippus in ancient authors. One 
an Athenian poet ; another a na- 
tive of Smyrna, fuppofed to have 
flourifhed eighty or ninety years 
after Ptolemy Philadelphus began 
his reign ; a third born at Berytus 
in Pheenicia, who wrote about the 
year of our Lord 130. The firft 
of thefe is not concerned in the 
prefent controverfy. As Diogenes 
Laertius, who wrote his lives of 
the philofophers about the year 
210, quotes Hermippus without 
determining his country, it is not 
certain whether he {peaks of the 
Smyrneqn or the Berytian. Scaliger 

takes it for granted, that the for- 

mer is here meant by Diogenes 

Laertius ; but as ‘Sofephus gives 

him the character of an accurate 

hiftorian, it is conceived he can- 

not be the perfon, if his account 

is inconfiftent with that of Ari- 

fteas, or that he would have al- 


‘lowed that character to the au- 


thor of a fact, which muft ef- 
fectually deftroy the credit of an 
account, which he himfelf had 
inferted in the body of his own 
hiftory. ‘To this areadded fome 
reafons for believing that Diogenes 
Laertius took his ftory from_ the 
latter. 

As tothe fecond point of en- 
quiry, our author profefles him- 
felf not thoroughly fatisfed whe- 
ther this account of Demetrius 





Phalareus is really inconfiftent 
Dd 2 with 















with that of Arifeas or not. The | 
{tory, as related by Hermippus, | 
confifts of fo many partic ice” 
and is comprifed in fo few and fo | 
general words, that it is impoffible r 
to form any judgment from them 
alone, as to the precife time, 
when cach particular happened. 
So that, in order to underftand | 
Hermippus, itis thought neceflary 
to call in the affiftance of fuch 
writers as have treated more 
fully of thofe affairs. Our au- 
thor havine hxt the time of De- 
metrius Phalareus’s arrival in E- 
gypt, comes to confider that of 
his difgrace; which both Scaliger 
and Dr. ody place rmmediately 
after the death of Ptolemy Soter. 
And here it is objeéted, that the 
word immediately has no one to 
anfwer it in Hermippus, #3 quo- 
ted by Diogenes Laertius ; fo that 
this mi@ht have happened four, 
five, or any number of years after 
that prince’s death. 

But admitting, for argument’s 
fike, that the Hermippus im que- 
ftion is the Smyrnean, and that his 
teftimony is directly contrary to 
that of Ariffeas, the third quefti- 


on will be, how the -evid lence 





ftands on both fides, and which 
of the two deferves moft to he be 
lieved. “The reader need not be 
informed how this enquiry ends. 
But, fay the critics, the hittory of 
Arifleas ts a mere forgery ; and 
all the other author: , havine copied 
from him, are difqualified for 
{peaking to this point. To this 
it is replied, that there is not the 
leaft intimation in all antiquity 
that Ariffebulus took his account 
from Arifleas. But, adds our 
vindicator, ether he did or he did 
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not. If he did, it follows chat 


the hiftory in queftion wes then 
acknowledged by all the Fews a 
Mexendria, a3 a true hi tory, and 
written by the perfon, who 
name it bears: if he did not, he 
might have learnt the fame thing 
from tradition, and even from th 
next immediate defCcendents of his 
own netion, who had been wit. 
nelics to the whole tranfadtion, 

J of pphus indeed has COp! ied Arif. 
ai But the commentaries of 
Arifobulus were extant in hi is time; 
and Fu/tin Martyr aflures us, that 
many other writers had given the 
fame account of the verfion of the 
Septuagint that ‘Felophus does 
© Might not ‘Fo/ephus, fays our 
‘© author, have had the perufalof 
 thofe commentarics, as wel! a 
‘ the Chiriftian writers? Mich 
<‘ not he have feen and examined 
“© all thofe other hifteries, whieh 
‘© sive any account of this tran 
‘© Jation ? And, if he did, ist 
*© not plain and evident, that he 
“© muft have fincted out the hifte 
<< ry of Arificas from ali the ref; 
‘© and that he has ¢ ~pitomired, and 
<¢ incorporated it into the body of 
“his own hiftory, as the b& 
‘Sand moft authentic of them 
6¢ al)? 

Since the modern critics lay # 
much ftrefs on the teftimony & 
Hermippus, the vindicator procetes 
to enguit e into the intrinfic valve 
of it; to fhew that he 1s notqae 
confifterit with what other write! 
of equal or better credit have t 
lated on the fame head ; and-tht 
he has given falfe evidence on other 
occaftons. Her mip ppus relates, that 
Demetrius Phalareus died on being 
actidentally bit by an afp. Ci ao 
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Seidas ge 2 different aceount 
dthe matter. The former in 
7 Pofthume, plain- 


Here Our author declares he is nor 
gal eoncerned for the truch of the 
bey cither way ; and that he be- 
wwe neither. But, while the 
ef ONY of Fern opies itands thus 
omtradicted on record, he thinks 
«9 meat deference ought to be 
sid £6 ity vr! en ures! 1) oppoli- 
sntothatel J-feas. Bur far- 
thet, his CV! len e has by en con- 
tredicted By others on 
ohong, He alcribes @ fayine to 
Thales, which others attribute to 
Swrates: he tells the ftory of Ara- 
yeowary condemnation one way, 


wd Areromvernvs another: he gives 


feveral oc- 


mereaforr why Ar7fotle was cailed 
1 Peripatetic ; others 2no- 
ther he fays that Chryfippus, ha- 
mg drank a dranvht of fweet 
mane, was taken with a {fwimming 
this head, and exrired five days 


afin 
teeesva 


ter; others report he died fiid- 
daly of a fit of laughter, €¥c, 


Our author, having thus made 
maebetween 42) as and Fler- 
eyes, or at leait fhewn, that 
mitter has net credit enough to 
“0 Demetris Phealry Cus, “pro- 
Mswith the narrative in queftt- 
m Here we have the propojal 
mete king Piolemy of releafing 
BNE 100,000'Fervifh captives, the 
"compliance with that pro- 
pot ; and the project of Deme- 
ms Phalareys for obtaining {1x 
“ts Out of each tribe for tranfla- 
tng the books concerning the laws 
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of the ‘Jews. After {Ome fhort 


remarks on the witdom of Deme- 
trins’s propofal, we read Ptolemy's 
letter to the hich prieft Eleazar, 
and Eleezar’s anfwer at length. 
Several obfervations might be made 
on thete letters ; but as our author’s 
deftery at prefent is only to vindi- 
cate Ariffeas from the charge of 
forsery, he confines himflf to 
what relates more particularly to 
that point. 

Dr. Hody, after Gerard and 
Tfaac Voffius, and other learned 
writers of the laft century, fup- 
pofes this vertion of the Septuavint 
made durine the time that Pre/es- 
my Phliladelphus is faid to have 
reigned jointly with his father ; 
and hence concludes the hiltory of 
Ariffeas a mere fiction and im- 
pofture. He likewife affirms, 
that this tranflation’ was underta- 
ken by fome Alexandrine “fews jor 
the ufe of the reft of their bre- 
thren, who had loft or forgot the 
Hebrew tongue; and that only the 
five books of AZ/es were then 
tranflated, The main queftion 
therefore in this place is, whether 
the date fixed for the tranflation in 
queftion by 47/feas, or that affign- 
ed by the modern critics ts bef! 
fupparted. here itis afked, what 
teftimonies the doctor produces of 
equal weight or authority with 
thofe of Ari/fabukus, Philo Judeus 
and Fofephus. He fets out with 
two or three Rabbinical writers ; 
and then quotes three or four Chii- 
ftian authors of the lower age ; 
but will not try the caufe on the 
evidence alone. No; Jdrenaus, 
Clemens Alexandrinus, and Anato-~ 
lius, a bifhop of Lacdicea.are fum- 
mined to appear on this occafion. 





| Here 









































Here the vindicator afks, **whether 
«+ the doétor will be determined in 
<¢ al] matters relating to that affair 
by their teftimony. If they are 
‘* men of fufficient probity and ve- 
** racity, why does he, contrary to 
the exprefs teftimony of the 
two firtt, aflert there was no- 
thing miraculous in this tranfla- 
tion ? Why does he, ager pt 
to the exprefs teftimony of a 
** three, deny that this tranflation 
was miade at the requeft of e1- 
ther of the Piclemies, or by fe- 
venty-two perfons fent from 
“© Ferufalem to Alexandria for this 
«* purpofe ? If their teftimony, 
«« continues our author, is not to 
“« be taken whole and entire, as 
‘s they gave it; if the doctor 
thinks he may take the liberty 
of rejecting their evidence as to 
thefe and the like particulars ; 
“< why may not I take the fame 
‘* liberty with them, and, in my 
<< turn, reject that part of their 
evidence, which feems to inter- 
fere with that of Arifteas ? If 
he may take the liberty of re- 
jecting one part of their tefti- 
mony, notwithftanding the fame 
ftands confirmed and fupported 
‘6 by Philo Judaus, “fujtin Mars 
‘S pr, Tertullian, Eujfebtus, and 
«¢ many others; may not I, on 
much better grounds, be al- 
lowed to reject the other part, 
*< as being inconfiftent not only 
** with the fame authors, but 
** likewife with what Ar:/obulus 
‘© and ‘Fofephus have detivered on 
** the fame fubject. 

This indeed is a fufficient an- 
fwer ad hominem. However the 
vindicator doth not leave this head 
without fhewing, that neither Jre- 


ae 
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| meus, nor Clemens Alexandr; 
differed fo much on this 
from the other fathers of i, 
church, as the doétor imagines, 
As for Anatolius, our author thinks 
his teftimony of little or no Weight 
in the prefent affair ; and Scaligg 
himfelf excepts againft him on 
ther occafions. 

But Dr. Hody infifts on it, the 
if the tranflation was not mai 
during the joint reign of Piolem 
Soter and Philadelphus his fon, it 
could not be till many years after 
the death of the former, per 
not till the latter end of the Ja. 
ter’s reign. The door reafon 
thus: From the letter of the bigh 
prieft it appears, that when thi; 
tranflation was made, the king was 
then married to his fifter Artinee, 
fc. According to his calculation 
Philadelphus did not marry that 
lady till the twelfth year of his 
reign. Here we have a chrono 
logical enquiry, carried through 
almoft forty pages; from which 
the vindicater hopes he has made 
it appear, that Ptolemy Philadel: 
phus married Arfince either imme 
diately, or foon after his acceffion 
to the crown of Egypt : that they 
lived many years together in the 
moft perfect love and barmony ; 
and confequently that there is no 
room to doubt but that fhe had 
feveral children by him ; tho’ none 
of them furvived her. 

The fecond objection againtt the 
hiftory of Arifteas is, that ten of 
the Fewi/h tribes had been carried 
into Media in the days of Heat 
kiah ; fo that at the time here 
fuppofed only thofe of Fudab and 
Benjamin were to be found in F® 


dea; whereas Arifteas {peaks ¢ 






















BEDOB ae EEF 



















N0- 


SoPBRi kee REst FSS F SEES 


—. ibes then fubfifting in 
e tri en iudiiiti 

be twel To this it is an- 
ofepbus, aman fup- 
ver a hr in the hi- 

of hisown nation, aflures us, 

the 12th book of his Antigui- 
a, chap. 2, that Eleazar actu- 
jy made choice of fix out of 
ech of the twelve tribes, and fent 
hem to Alexandria to make this 
vrfon, In the next place, it is 
fied, Whether St. ‘ferom, who 
ived many years in Palefizne, and 
ws very converfant among the 
Hee would have omitted any 
in his power for weakening 
theauthority of the Septuagint, to 
which he was no friend? And yet 
be has taken no advantage of this. 
Tothefe reafons our author adds, 
tat it appears from the Epiftle 
of St. Fames addrefied to the 12 
tribes difperfed among the Greeks 
(for fo he underftands the words 
endaereen) that none of the 12 
tribes were entirely loft in the 
timeof our bleffled Saviour and his 
woftles; but that fome of the de- 
kendants of each were then in be- 
ing and fcattered through the 
Greek cities and provinces in Afia, 
Enpt, and elfewhere. But how 
wes this conclude in favour of our 
wthor, who thence takes the li- 
erty of fuppofing there were ma- 
more of each tribe living at 
te fame time’ in Fudea ? Nor 
tts the matter feem much better 
dived by what he is pleafed to 
ud from St. Paul’s {peech to 
ipa, affirming that the twelve 
ties then hoped for the promiles 
male to them by Gop ; serving 
Gop day and night, &c. AAs 
AY. 6, 7. Does tliis declarati- 
@in the leaft imply what the 
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Vindicator infers ; viz. that the 
ten tribes were then living in Ju- 
dea? Could they €rve God in no 
other country ? Had they not their 
a in their difperfion ? 

veral parts of this Vindication 
manifeftly fuppofe the affirmative 
of both thefe queftions. But He- 
gefippus, as quoted by Enjebius, 
informs us it was the cuftom for 
all the tribes to come up to Fe- 
rufalem every year, to celebrate 
the Pafover. This feems only to 
prove that ** fome of the other 
** tribes jojned themfelves to the 
‘¢ “Fews on the return from the 
“© Babylonifh Captivity,” as Dr, 
Prideaux has obferved, fo that 
| *¢ the names of the twelve tribes 
“¢ might ftill be preferved among 
“© their defcendants.” All which 
is far from amounting to the 
proof required. And here we beg 
leave to remind our author, that 
neither Scaliger, nor our learned 
countryman affirm what he would 
make them fay ; wiz. that any of 
the twelve tribes was entirely lo/?. 
The former only aflerts, that the 
tribes of Judah ané Benjamin alone 
were then in Judea: the lat- 
ter advances no more than that 
the names (or nominal diftinétions) 
‘of thofe other tribes were wholly loft, 
CSc, 

The next objection to Ariffeas’s 
account is taken from the cofts 
and expences attending this tranf- 
lation, which the critics make 
amount to an incredible fum ot 
money. On this article our au- 
thor particularly attacks the late 
learned Dean Prideaux, who, in 
his Connexion, has employ’d his 
{kill in numbers for demonti rating 
the improbability of this part of 





the 














the ftory. According to hiscom- 
putation the whole amounts to 
near two millions of our Sterling 
coin, which ht oeblerves, may weil! 
be reckoned above twenty times as 
much as that whole horary was 
ever worth, After fome account of 
the revenue of Ptolemy Philadel- 
phus, and feveral initances of that 
prince’s magnificent difpolitions, 
the Vindicator attempts a new cal- 
culation, which he fupports with 
great probability, and which re- 

duces the fum in queftion to three 





adds, that ¢/ 
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law, with fame f w others; ans 


ey are 


it is concluded, that the few eth, 


here mentioned, 
of the Prophets 


’ 
wry iu? 
&* 


It is 
(peaks only of 
but at is obfe 


apa. 


tions that alone, becaufe he wy 


allowed, 
the law of M it; 
rved, that he mep. 


then writing the liie of Meu, 


in the 


lays exprelly, 


character of 
To this it isadded, that AriPabyly 


Ge F lay W-Piver, 


“erhat the whole and 


hundred and two thoufand, fix | ** comple te tranflation of all thy 
hundred thirty feven pounds, and | ‘* related to the law of ALf: we 
ten fhillings of our money. *¢ made at the requeit of Hila 
Our author obferves, that it | %* Prledelphu - So ele it, unlels th 

was the general belicf of the pri- | *‘ critics wil] de ny, that the whe 
mitive church, that the whole] ** books of Scripture h, ad any Ie: 
canon of the Old Teffament was | ** lation to the law of Abie, | 
rendered into Greek at the time | ** cannot imagine, ; the Fa- 
above fpecifted ; but the modern | ‘* d ts what could in nduce fae 
critics are very pofitive, that it | wis Apps wai to hina, as an evidenc 
any fuch tranflation was made, } ** on their fide. 

it could be only of the Law, or 4 As he chicf dependance | Is On 


For this 
himfelf, 


the 


opinion they quote 4ri/fec 


. . ’ . - 
hive DOOKS Of . 


/. } ? —_ >] Sek 4 
ine / IU ed ids and ] leet juders > 
’ ? Pp i 
’ } . 4 yyr / f aN 
Dut above all, bby the V5 Fofephus 
~ 4 


' 
. tel 
a 


ilsus, inhis preface to 
leS, that the ieve enty- 


expr fly 
his utieu: 


two interpreters tranflated ; not 
. 4 4 pare el, | rr 

the ia 4” ic deripty &ss but ine 4QQL 
' ‘ : ’ . . 
only. ‘The ufual aniwer on this 


eccalion iS, that the whole Serip- 
Old Teftament, is 
comprehended under the 
{the daw’; which is fhewn 
by feveral inftances in the New. 
{) however, thinks he 
can aniwer the objection without 
that obtervation. 

Demetrius Phalereus, according to 


A wil ? 


wee ’ th 
ive ‘a LHe 


} 
ulually 
form: 


" eT. ~ 
if - MHnOor, 


the afii! » of 


abe 


there are 
books of ihe Jewith 
é/ 


fidds tells the king 


fis wanting the 





: 
‘ F } 
4 , ‘* + . ine \ — 
rf fepbus, Our author undertakes t 
4 


caquire how t 


he Calc itands wih 


him. “Phat writer {peaking 6 
Pui Myy AAs he did mot rece 
Taga ' dn¥, a T2 tia tam 
vests which is ulu tranflate 
not th. | piure, but ongl 

law. This pa pl ways pie 
duced on this eccaiion ; andse 
formidable an authority, if adam 
ted, tht iy » en aliou thouga 
proper to fet it afide, as convey 
to the teftimony of w/rifobulusae 
the primitive fathers of the Caure 


Our critic bas 
folving the 


imMapine hy W { t! ry Tite 
d {7 

day , , fer 
avr>- Sav IS iClaciCu she wb I ’ 
fre ‘a (Ths 

ture. He i “. ‘ ait su os 
hot j , them 
Lenicons, Jut 2 nohe vi v ’ 


found a new wars 


‘Acuity. He canna 


“Written ; Ir 
Hebrew charadiers, from whig 


were the book 
and the Hagi 1. 


that Phil 



































































Art. 3!- 
finds the word render’d 
fenle.  Aveyeeo% according to them 
‘otio, Traditis, Acta, Com- 


s . 
watarius, &c. agreeably to which 
seerpretation, Fofephus himielf, 


ig the firit fetion of this fame 
, ufes that word to fignity 
any biffery. But he afks farther, 
why the other words muft be 
tanflated the Jaw only ? ** Does 
« the word Jaw comprehend eve- 
« ry thing relating to the law? 
«Tf it does, the expreffion will 
“ include the prophets and the 
ws Hagisgrapha. ets- an does 
“not, the words are certainly 
“wrong tranflated; and “7o/e- 
« phus’s meaning muft be, that 
“ tranflated not only the 
« law itfelf, but likewife all the 
« other books of {cripture relating 
thereto.” In the conclufion there- 
ore, our author is of opinion, 
that the Words va7a aveypaen fignify 
nerds, or Other hiftorical pieces 
ditiné&t from the infpired books. 
This is what we find moft 
material in the treatife before us ; 
ad, if we have pats’d by fome 
kw particulars, it was only be- 
aule they have been already treat- 
tof more at large by other learn- 
hands. It is pity our author 
wnot carried his enquiries a little 
wher, He muft know, that it 
81 difpute among the learned, 
wether, fuppofing the veracity 
@ Arifleas, we have at prefent 
ay Copy remaining of the vertion 
Squettion ; or, at leaft, whether 
*8 not much corrupted; and 
"ether what bore the name of the 
“Suagint in the Primitive Church 
*Sthe fame with the Greeé tranf- 
“on made in the reign of king 
The curigus may on 


Vou, IT. 
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thefe queftions confult cardinal 


Bellarmin, de Verbo Dei, ib. ii. 
Cap. 6. 


Bifhop Ufrer’s Syntag- 


, ‘ - ‘ . 
ma de Grecia Jeptuaginta interpre- 


tum Verfione; and Dr. Walton's 


ninth Prelegomenon to the Poly- 


74 
4 
ee 
“6 
ee 
ce 
74 
ee 
“6 
ec 
ce 
es 


a4 


“e 


6s 





glott. 


We hope our readers will not 


be difpleafed with a quotation 
from a modern critic, concerning 
the authority of Ari/feas’s hiftory, 
as confider’d in itfelf, and inde- 
pendent of chronological or other 
enquiries, which admit of much 
difpute, and lead at left only to 
probability at moft. 


‘s It is cer- 
tain, fays father Simon, in his 
Critical Hiftory of the Old Te/- 
tament, Book ii. Chap. 2. that 
on the leaft reflection upon the 
hiftory of driffeas, read with 
attention, we fhall be con- 
vinced, that fome Helleniflical 
Few wrote that book under 
the name of ri/feas, in favour 
of his own people. The mi- 
racles there related, and the 
very manner in which the 
whole is written, give us a per- 
feét idea of the {pirit of the 
‘Jews, who at all times, and 
particularly in that age, took 
a fingular pleafure in forging 


books full of extraordinary 
things. One would imagine, 


the author of this hiftory de- 
figned to obviate the objection 
that might be made on that 
head, when he fays his readers 
will find fome dificulty in be- 
lieving it. 

*¢ In reality, nothing is more 
expreflive of a ‘fewifh genius, 
than the words of the pretended 
Avijteas, where he tells 
that fume perfons, undertaking 
Ee “s the 


Ua, 


























«“e 
«ce 
«c 
“sé 
ee 
«c 
«4 
as 


es 


the tranflation of the facred 
books, were deterred from the 
enterprize by a punifhment 
from heaven: that one Theo- 
pompus, havinz ventured to in- 
fert fome paflages of the law 
in his hiftory, without doing 
them juftice in the tran{lation, 
became mad; and that the 
fame writer, having, in a lucid 
interval, begg’d of Gon to let 
him know the caufe of his 
mistortune, was told inadrezm, 
that it was a punifhment tnflicted 
on him for publifhing divine 
things, which ought to be kept 
private. At laft, having de- 
fifted from his attempt, he was 
reftored to his fenfes. In the 
fame account, we have another 
fable concerning Theodeétus, a 
tramtc poet, who was ftruck 
blind for rathl 
thing out of the law ol Moses 
but, on 
and 


vy intertinge fome- 


mone of his pieces - 


acknowledging his fault, 


atking pardon of Gob, his 
licht was reftored. 
* On comparing thete mira- 
cles with thote related in the 
Talmud, on occalion of ‘fona- 
fran s ‘6 2 ps ipo! ic of 
t prophets, we fhall eafil) 
, 
( ve the ( 1 of thele 
pretended mi According 
to the old ‘feu deodtors, a 


voice Was heard trom heaven, 
afking who it was that dared 
rets of Gop, by 
em to men; and 
pped him from 


} | ‘ 
VDUVOAS O} 


\ “ 

the bible; as uf the holy ferip- 

tu we Writ 
in " i 

it Was not is LO CX} } 
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74 
ce 
cé 
ee 
ee 
4 
ee 
sé 


+s 


them to thepeople, when they 
had loft the ufe of that lan. 
guage. But it was a commog 
practice of the ‘Jews to inven 
fuch fort of ftories, when 

would fupport fome truth, 
which inclines me to believe 
that the law of Ado/es was real, 
ly tranflated into Greek under 
one of the Prolemies, and thy 
the ‘Faws afterwards wrote the 
hiftory of thts tranflation ip 
their ufual ftrain. As it wx 
generally approved of by th 
Fews, and particularly by the 
Hellenifis, who read it in thei 
fynagogucs and fchools, they 
invented all thefe ftories at ther 
lcifure, with a view of recom. 
mending it more cfke¢tually to 
thofe of their own nation, 7» 
fephus and Philo here alfo reli- 
ted them on the bare authonty 
of Arifteas, without examining 
it to the bottom, having te 
fame intereft in the affair as the 
other “fews. The fathers too 
have given this hittory a very 


ee : any 
favourabie reception, as tt em d 


































a itrong fupp rt of 

{tian cauie a! aliadt the 

who at that time rejected the 

Septuagint veriion, and had re 
pruag 

courie to other 

which thev 







flor 


tranbatl 


ryet pry 
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more cxact, and more agree 







able to the oricimal. | ney 
even added new taoles to U& 





on the credit of t& 


"> 4 
ot. jeremy 


former, 
Aion 


4evda f i172 






j ul Je 
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who had ftudied this matic: 








with more application, {00 
difeovered the taltity of thele 
ftories, and laughed at wer 
venty-two cells, which Fa 
Martyr favs he faw at 4 


sf a Vals 
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« gadria, in which it was pre- | ‘* of the Septuagint, and confe- 
G tended that the feventy-two | ** quently tranflated into their 
& interpreters Were fhut up ; and, } ** langaage ; as Ariflobulus, who 
« tho’ thus feparated, all tranf-!** jived at that time, declares in 
éfyed in the fame manner, } ** the book afcribed to him, in 
« This very fable of the cells is | ** direct oppofition to the defign 
é lated in fome antient ‘Fewyh | of tranilating it, which fup- 
« jpoks, tho’ we find it neither [ ‘* pofed it then extant in Hebrew 
«in Arifteas nor ‘Fofephus; and} ** only. [am fentible it is faid 
« jt has no other origin than the | ‘* by fome, that thote firft Greek 
« gd cuftom of the ‘fews, who! ‘* verfions were imperfect, and 
« have always taken a fingular | ** Piolemy’s delign was to procure 
« pleafure in inventing extraordi- | ** one more exact, But this is 
« gary things, and dealing in | ** advanced without any reafon, 
« miracles. ‘This has been they ‘** and is even contrary to the 
« cafe of the falfe Ari/feas, who | ** hiltory of the pretended Arr- 
“did not obferve that he falls | ** fleas. ‘Toail which it may be 
«into ¢rofs contradictions, by | ** added, that we are abfolutely 
“endeavouring to impofe ony ‘* unacquainted with any Greet 
“others. He fuppofes, that the | ** tranilation of the law prior to 
“hw of ADj/es was known to | ** that of the feventy. 

“the Greeks before the verfion | 
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ARTICLE XXXII. 


coms, Gloijaries, and Eiymological Works that haz 
| mers pal ’ DP, J vw all - 

ui 1 4GZeS. 4?) [Pe Abbas AN rONINI. 
Containing 698 Pages. 


lien, Latin et Frangsis ; contenant non feulement un Abre- 
gi du diftionaire de la Crufca, mais encore tout ce qu'il y a de plus 
remarquable dans les meilleurs Lexicographes, Eiymologijtes et Gloffaires, 
nt paru en diferentes langues. Par M. L’ Abbe ANvONINI. A 
That is, 42 Itahan, Latin and 
French Diétionary ; containing not only an Abridgment of the Diéti- 
la Crufca, but alfa whatever is remarkable in the bef? Lexi- 


¢ appear’d in fever al 
Printed at Paris for James 


amed world, juftly acquired by 
“sWritings already publifh’d, has 
made the public defirous of feeing 
thew /talian diGionary from the 


ane able hand, If the difficulty 
% the 


this nature to all the perfection 
of which it is fufceptible, have 
not deterred him from the attempt, 
his judgment and modefty do not 
allow him to imagine he has left 
no room for amendment, im- 
provement or additions. He makes 
it evident, however, that his dic- 
tionary is far fuperior ¢o that 
| Ee2 which 


HIS tentleman’s extraor- 
dinary reputation in’ the 


t undertaking, and the im- 
ty of carrying a work of 
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which bears the name of J’eneroni, 
as it contains 2 much larger num- 
ber of words; as the orthography 
of them is much more regular ; 
and as he inferts none which are 
not authorized by good writers ; 
while, on the contrary, three 
quarters of the words which oc- 
cur in Jeneron neither fup- 
ported by cuftom, or any tole- 


are 


rable authority. Fes c it Is ob- 
frvedy that the di Cionary which 
bea at gent leman’s name, Was 


Oudin, augmen- 


fi; mt pt “Blith ed by 


ted by Ferretti, and = repru ted by 
Venercni, with almoft as many 
new faults, as additions. 

The city of Florence has been 


ve famous for its acade any dif- 
tinguifhed by the 


appel 
] Crufca, Wn lial 


>wo = whic h 


Genifies Bran, and whatever re- 
MUMS Aer the flour is fi ifted, to 
exprels the care taken by that 
academy in. refining the Tufcan 
lan \ The dicts mary com- 
piled by that learned and induftri- 
ous fociety, called Vocabclario de 
f d la (,? itd, has 

been univertally « ned. Mr. 4 
Very enuoufly confedles the 
round-w of his digtionarv 1 
taken from that: he owns him 
t | olden to thofe c lebrated 
lem he deiinition of the 

words, their expianat: nsin Lat 
ad G » and the examples he 
has wiven; t t the fame tine 
lures us, that his dictionary, 
'¢ augmented with above two 
1 words, which he has 


diftinguithed by a particular mark. 

In 
und | 
himitelt 


, he] i, 
ik the Korman, bie 


execution 
work, he 


the 
contines 
to fuch terms as are 


Fie 


avortiou 
UiCcG 


eCuimée tcr- 


ath of 


'. 
' 
} 





ritories, and thofe of Sienna; becaufe 
of the feveral dialeéts kn OWN in 
ltaly, thefe three only are employ. 
ed by good authors on fies 
fub jects, However, he j ima Zines, 
he ought not to exclude or reed 
the words ufed | ina fort of Argon, 
called by the /talians mtg fur 
ba, very much 1n vogue in the 
fixteenth century, and in whit 
we have feveral burlef [ue Compo. 
fitions, that have been much ef. 
tcemed in their way. 

As the accents and different 
pronunciation of certain st 
frequently change the fienification 
of words » they 


are here mar rw 
with great exaétnefs. The inde 
iatigable author has given usa 
table of irregular verbs, to which 
he refers his reader as they occur 
in the courfe of his work : 
mined the 
in the two la 


deter- 
Of genders 


diilinguifhed 


ditterence 


ius Aves . 


il c] wo rds as are pene pr oetical 
fivurative, and of good currency 
from thofe which are not fo. He 


does indeed follow the authority of 


the dictionary of the Florentine 
mcademy ; but his refpect for that 
laborious compilation, the work 
of at lealt half a century, 1s not 
fervile: he gives us a compleat 


lit of his authors. 

Cuftom being the — foveraign 
judge of living languages, our 
author makes that his  ftandard, 
whenever the queftion is, whether 


to be ad- 


certain expreffions are 
mitted or rejected. But, as all 
are not agreed w hich words ar 


molt polite on fome occafions, he 
doth not pretend to agree with 
every one in that point. It ap- 
pears, at leaft, from the lift of 


the writers, whom he has com 
’ 
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or from whom he has 
words, that he fpares 
neceflary for collecting 


fulted, 
eke his 
no pains * 
ateriais. 

rhe Latin explanation of each 
helan word 1s inclofed between 
eo crotchets, for the cafe and 
cnveniency of the ladies and 
thers, Who do not underftand 
latin, and may have occafion to 
make ufe of his dictionary. 

In an ingenious preface, which 
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soears before the work, Mr. dn- 
vem undertakes the defence of | 
the Htalian tongue againft fome | 
Funebmen, who have attacked it. 
According to him, the reputation, 
which the Jtalrans have always 
ind for cultivating the fciences, 
bas at all times drawn the jealoufy 
o other nations on them. He 
proves, by inconteftable facts, 
tat Mr, Huet advanced a noto- 
sous falfhood, when he aflerted, 
that Italy was overfpread with the 
caknels of grofs ignorance, at 
te time when the popes refided 
t Avignon. Coming down to the 
we of Francis I, he fhews, 
tat that prince was the reftorer 
arts and literature in France, 
ily by the afliftance of the great 
nay Whom he invited out of 
“ay to his court. The learned 
nen of that country, whom the two 
‘akan queens, Catharine and Ma- 
0 de Medicis, drew into France, 
ud the favours with which fhe 
cated them, contributed not a 
“Ne toward reviving that literary 
mouly between the Jtalians and 
_ French, which had always di- 
ried them. For the truth of this, 
“t author appeals to a treatife 
*ntten by Henry Stephens, intitled 
“4 Langare Frangois-Ltalien. 
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Mr. Antonini adds, that, by a 
continuation of the literary hiftory 
of thofe times down to our own, 
he could make it appear, that 
the fame fpirit may have diated 
to Boileau, and fome other Preneh 
writers, fome of thole fatyrical 
itrokes, which appear in their 
works, againft the genius and tatte 
of the Jtalians. 

But, without enquiring too 
nicely into the motives on which 
they proceeded, he confiders what 
they have objected againtt the ve 
nius of the f/talian language and 
poetry in veneral, As thofe, who 
have diftinguifhed themfelves moft 
in this quarrel, have adopted the 
opinion of father Bouhours, who 
pretends, that the /talia lancuace 
and poetry is remarkable tor a- 
bounding in points and conceti: ; 
that is, in playing on words, in 
(parkling, but falfe thoughts, the 
luftre of which is capable only ot 
dazzling and mifleading; the re 
plies here made to that polite wri- 
ter’s charge, may be contidered ; 
a general confutation of al! 
have fubfcribed to the fame op 
nion. 

Mr. Antonine maintains, that 
all the proofs alledged by father 
Bouhours for what he advances, 
amount only to fome few pafiagcs 
taken from /talian writers of the 
leaft credit, or fome faults which 
have efcaped the moft celebrated 
authors. It is then afked, whe 
ther equity would allow of fay. 
ing, by way of recrimination, 
that the French delight only in 
querks, and playing on words, be- 
caufe we find a whole book full 
of them, compofed by the Sieur 
des Accords, under the title of Bi- 


garrures ? 
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arrures? Is there the leaft fhew 
of reafon for accufing Corneille and 
Racine in general terms, of giv- 
ing into bombaft, becaufe each of 
them has done this once or twice 
in his works? 

Were we to purfue a method 
fo unjuft as this, the fingle poem 
of Magdalen, fays Mr. Antonin:, 
would furnifh us with ample re- 
venge for all that had ‘been advan- 
ced againft us in France. Few of 
thofe, who appeared in the courfe 
of the feventeenth age, are rank- 
ed in the clafs of good. authors, 
and yet father Bouhours has taken 
almoft all his examples from that 
age. A man well acquainted with 
the true genius of our language 
and poetry, continues the author, 
would read only our writers of the 
fourteenth and fixteenth centuries ; 
and I defy any one to find points 
and Concetti in them. 

In the courfe of this enquiry, 
Mr. Antonini doth not forget the 
advantages of the /talian over the 
French, both in regard to plenty 
of words, and the variety of the 
turns and tranfpofitions, which it 
admits example of the 
Greek ; His replies to 
the 


aiter ~~ 
wind Latin. 


the other objeétions agaistt 
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Italian deferve to be read With 
much attention; and, beth 2p 
all things well confidered, ang a al 
national prejudice being hat 
apolog y for his native we 
will be found as modeft a: judi icie 
ous. He 1s not ba ickward | in do. 
ing the french juttice > andd de. 
clarés that, while he is commen. 
ding his own languaye, he hag pe 
defign to diminifh the value of 
the Freie). His only Bom: IS to 
make them go hand in ha , and 
reconcile as if pofible, 
The 
face with 2 e plan of an univer 
fal Ltalran wh ich he 
has ca . and, for comp leting 
which, 


afide 


uthor conclud <5 hj lls pre- 
diéty sae fe 


he delires the adv; ice 


the learned. This projet rf 
well formed and we douk 
not, that thofe, who fhall perué 


the work before us, will encov- 
rage Mr. Antonini’s new propolal, 
His defign is to collect all the t 
veral dialects of tah, terms di 
art, thofe of mythology, Wc, the 
order of the radical words joined 
to the alphabetical order, the ad- 
verbs with their proper verbs, 
the adjectives with their fubitan 
tives, We. 
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ARTICLE XXxiil. 


ApBRODISIACUS, containing @ Summary of the ancient Writers on 


the Venereal Difeafe, under the following Heads ; 1. Of its Origi- 
nal, 2 Of the Symptoms. 3. Of the various Methods of Cure. 
Extrafted from the two Tomes of Aloyfius Luifinus, which by the 
Dire@tion of Dr. Boerhaave were lately revis’d and reprinted at 
Leyden. Together with an Index of ail others omitted in that Col- 
jim, whether Englifh or Foreigners, from the Beginning of the 
Sixteen Century down to the prefent Time, witha large Preface. 
Py Danren Turner of the College of Phyficians, London ; 
Printed fr JoHn CLARKE under the Royal Exchange, Cornhill. 


Ottavo, Containing 343 Pages, befides a Preface of 53. 


R. Turner has already di- 

ftiriguifhed himfelt by fe- 
wal treatifes which have met 
with a good reception from the 
sublic. The book before us mutt 
wof fingular ufe to practitioners, 
wit exhibits to their view the 
opinion and practice of the moft 
omfiderable phyficians, furgeons, 
%s, in regard to the venereal dif- 
ale, with our author’s own fenti- 
ments on each. 
Having employ’d fome pages of 
ws preiace in enquiring into the 
gin of the diftemper in queftion, 
s fymptoms, and methods of 
wut, he under the laft head takes 
xcafion to recommend the Jndian 
withon of Guatacum, cfpecially 
Woen a faltvation cannot be raif- 
S, 3s fometimes the cafe. And 
ee we have an extraordinary in- 
tance of its fuccefs. About Ad- 


} 
i. dummer, with a letter from a 
“fn in the country, fetting 
wa that £x months before, he 
“opened a Bubs by Cau/fic ; 
My inead of diceftine, it {pread 
ie turn’d toa mal rn, corrolve 


Cer » lL, ] ; ° 
“ty That the ca/anel had no ef- 


feimae | Pe | 
Sacimas lait agenticman came to | 


fe&, but rather increafed the vi- 
rulency. ‘The patient had feve- 
ral ferpiginous ulcers on his body. 
The furgeon had attempted a fali- 
vation ; but to no purpofe. Mr. 
Turner, having, prepared his body 
for the unchon, confumed about 
anounce of AJercury in ten days: 
it went off in profufe fweats, and 
a great flood of urine, attended 
with fome light tortion of the 
guts. Finding that a ptyali/m was 
not to be expected, he refolved 
on a decoction of the Lignum 
Guataci; of which he gave the 
patient a pint night and morning, 
as hot as he could {wallow it, co- 
vering him upclofe, with a good 
fire by his bed-fide. His mornings 
draught was taken about fix: he 
lay till eleven ; the firft three hours 
under a plentiful perfpiration ; 
when, gradually leflening his co- 
verines, he put on a dry flannel 
fhirt ; got up about twelve, eat a 
couple of white fea-bifcuits, and 








two ounces of jar-ratfins, with a 
| draught of a ifecond decoction. 
At dix in the evening, his blan- 
1 kets being well aired the 
| ' covered up, ta- 


before 
| fire, he was again 
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king a pint of his decoction. He 
fweated till eleven ; when remo- 
ving one blanket, after he had ta- 
ken another bifcuit and draught 
of the fmaller, he compofed him- 
felf to reft. 


This regimen was ftrictly pur- | 
| Writers, mentioned in the colle. 


fued a whole lunar month. After 
which, once aday, and that with 
lefs rigour, for ten days more, 
only intermitting one day for a 
lenient purge, without which he 
had no ttool. By this method the 
ulcer in his groin was contracted 
into a narrow compafs, healing 
quickly after ; and the other tu- 
mors were dried up. Mr. Tur- 
ner then confined the patient to 
his chamber till the end of No- 
vember, purging him gently two 
or threetimes, and dieting him 


with chickens, rabbets, We. 
Quickly after this, he took a 
journey of feventy miles in a 


chariot ; which he performed in 
two da Since which he 1s 
grown ftrong, well-flefhed, and 
in a good ftate of health. 

(Jur author, however, is far from 
depreciating the mercurial unétion, 
which he {till believes the moft ge- 
neral as well as the moft effectual 
cure. He is the more particular on 
this fubject, becaufe he has feen a 
duicourte lately publifhed, under the 
tuitleot 4 mew Treatije on the Vene- 
real Dyeaje, in which itis preten- 
ded that all degrees of it may be 
semoved by mercurial remedies, 
without a Salvation. “That piece 
is here treated as a trifling, worth- 
leis, infigniiicant performance. 

Dr. a fruc’s trcatile, De NMhr- 
bis Veneris, lately printed at Pa- 
ris, as allow’d a much better cha- 
racter, ** Setting afide fome ab- 


davs. 








“c hitiec | oa : 
furdities in his own practice, i 
** contains not only the moft am 
‘< ple collection, but affords y, 
*¢ alfo the mott ufeful and inftrue. 
*¢ tive hiftory of the Vengrye) 
*¢ Difeaje that is hitherto extayy 
This author has traced the ancien, 


tion here publifhed in Englip), an) 
all others omitted therein, why 
wrote at the fame time, as wel) 
as thofe who came after, to th 
year 1734. We have a table of 
thefe at the end of Mr. Turner’; 
book. As the doctor has been 
pretty free with fome writers of 
our country, Mr. Turner give 
us that gentleman’s comments o 
their works, among which his §- 
phelis does not efcape cenfure, 

In the year 1596, Willian 
Clowes, furgeon to the king, pub- 
lifhed A brief and neceffary Trea 
tife touching the Venereal Difeap. 
This is the firft Exglifhman,whom 
Dr. Affruc finds writing on that 
diftemper. He places the curein 
fumigation, mercurial unétion, fe 
dorific decoétions, with fome me- 
curtal preparations given internal- 
ly. In 1670, “Fohn Wenella pud- 
lifhed a tract concerning the m- 
ture, origin, figns, Se. of the 
Fenereal Difcafe. “Vhis is repre 
fented as a mere epitome of what 
has been often faid by others ; not 
is it well digefted. In 1673 
appeared The Hiftory and Myiey 
of the Venereal Difeaje, by Edwars 
Manwaring. This author hs 
been verv diligent in_ collecting 
the feveral methods of cure prac 
tiled in the different nations 
Europe in thofe days; but ave 
nothing material of his own. 
160760, Richard I} ijeman, = 
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wthe king, at the end of his 


Chirurgical Treatifes , publifhed 
one on the Venereal Diftemper. 
Ye takes no notice of its origin 5 
nd queftions the receiving infec- 
son by putting on the apparel, 
oc lying in the fame fheets with 
he difeafed perfon. He propofes 
to perform the cure by a falivation 
nifed by mercurtals given inward- 
ly, where the diftemper is not 
cnfirmed ; but in a_radicated 
pox, by mercurial unétion 5 and 
iferwards {weating, in order to 
perfpire the morbid remains. 

In 1680, Thomas Sydenham 
wrote an epiftle to Dr. Paman, 
concerning the hiftory and cure of 
this difeafe. He there confefles, 
he knows of no cure for it, but 
mercurial falivation. But, fays 
Dr. Afruc, he feems to have fal- 
kn into two great miftakes ; he 
would not have the patient cither 
tobe bleeded or purged before he 
enters on his /a/ivation : he advifes 
the falivation fhould be left to go 
of of itfelf, or that no purging or 
fweating remedies be pretcribed 
dtr it, In 1684, David Mber- 
comby publifhed a treatife, in 
which he propofed to cure often- 
tmes without Avercury, and al- 
ways without /alivation. As this 
author fuppofes the caufe to con- 
uk ina cold vapour, derived from 
the genital parts, Quick-filver, 
which is allowed to be of a cold 
nature, cannot be its proper anti- 
dote: But he forgets himfelf in 
the courfe of his work, fometimes 
lowing, and even propofing 
Macy. Dr, Lifer, who wrote 
1694, is too fhort and confu- 
ed; and fome of his obfervations 
Vou, II, 


For JUNE 1736. 








217 


do not clearly appear to have any 
relation to that diftemper. He is 
condemned for prefcribing Can- 
tharides internally for an udcer on 
the proftata. Richard Boulton, 
publifhed a treatife on this fub- 
ject; but has nothingnew, JVal- 
ter Harris wrote de Morbis acutis 
infantum, and in his lait dijferta- 
tion {peaks of the Venereal Difea/e. 
Dr. Afrruc, reprefents that phyfi- 
cian’s opinion and practice, with- 
gut any cenfure on either, /#i/- 
liam Cockburn publifhed his book 
Of the Symptoms, Nature, Caufe 
and Cure of a Gonorrhea, in 
1717. That gentleman ailfures 
the world he had difcovered an 
Injection, which will prefently 
mitigate the acrimony of the hu- 
mour, and fpeedily, as well as 
fafely, reftrain the flux. Dr. 
Aftrue is very fevere on him for 
not making this medicine public ; 
he taxes him with avarice, and 
envying the good of mankind, 
Mr. Turner, tar from undertaking 
his defence, calls his practice 
in this point ‘* a mere piece 
“© of guackery, \ike fome others, 
“¢ fince practifing, to draw in 
“¢ cuftomers, with the like bait 
‘© of curing without a grain of 
‘© medicine. 

Mr. Turner’s Siphylis, printed 
in 1732, is well known. Dr. 
Afiruc thinks fome inftances not 
conclufive which are there given 
as demonttrative that the infection 
may be received without fome ap- 
pearance on the genital parts: the 
author, in his opinion, ** is too 
‘6 tedious in reciting things rela- 
“ ting tohiméelf, and in his own 
‘s defence ; winch, if tue, 1s 

F ¢ ** pothing 












































o18 The LITERARY MAGAZINE Anrrigy 


«¢ nothing to the purpofe, and 
«¢ can ferve only to enlarge the 
‘¢ bulk and price of the work. 

Thus much for the preface ; 
we now proceed to the book it- 
felf, which contains a fummary 
of ¢q ancient writers. It cannot 
be expected we fhould attempt a 
regular abitract of a compilation 
of this fort; it will be fufficient 
that we give fome extracts from 
the moft confiderable of the au- 
thors here reprefented. 

As tothe origin of this diftem- 
per, tho’ all who have touched on 
that head agree, that it broke out 
at the clofe of the fifteenth centu- 
rv, when the French were cm- 
ploy’d in the fiewe of Naples, yet 
they vary in its caufe: fome have 
afcribed to a fiderial influx, or a 
conjunction of certain planets, 
whole malevolent afpect had this 
effect on human bodies, or difpo- 
fed the humours to fuch a parti- 
cular putrefaction as produced tt, 
Others imagine it but little diffe- 
rent from a camp-ficknefs, occa- 
fioned by the heat of the climate, 
oer other intemperances O1 the air, 
In irregular life. A third 
opinion is, that it was brought 


from the 4} c4-Indies, at Colum- 


——— 
~ 
— 
> 


return {rom his difcoveries, 
Of the frft opinion are, among 
others, Nicholas Ma/fa, who pub- 
lifted his book at Venice in 1562 ; 
A, fais Mont , Mrus, of Verona, 
whofe treatife is dated in 1408 ; 


Wendeline Hock de Brackenau, of 


the college of Bonenta, whofe trea- 
mic yy red a 15! . > and G rd- 


tes s | 
. 


(stieny 1 t.. , yk >) ‘ 
ivvti. vl C COOK Was puo- 
, 7 | yr? A+ e? . } ii — “ae 7 " 
hth | It th « Cl Litt ba Cin pel Was 
. & ‘e Pp . 
Hril known in Europe, 
4 


Of the fecond opinion we fing 
Nicholas Lesnicenus, who wrote in 
1498; Leonard Schmai, Who pub. 
lithed a little piece on the From) 
difeafe in 1518; Nicholas Ma. 
chelli of Med. Na, who fet forth a 
treatife on the fame for the ufe of 
the college of that city, in 1608. 
and feveral others. But great 
numbers, and thofe the mo 
learned and eminent, declare for 
the third opinion, 

The celebrated Fracaftorius, 
Veronefe, who flourifhed in th 
fixteenth century, tells us in ex. 
prefs terms, that ‘* this difeate 
‘© was firftbrought by the Spe 
‘* mards from their new difen 
“© vered world, where it is repor. 
* ted to be as familiar as the 
“© Scabies in Eurepe.” Alphens 
Ferrt, a Neopolitan, who wrote 
wrote four bogks of the Frend 
difeafe, dated in 1566, fays that 
‘© when his countrymen, who 
«© had been in difcovery of the 
“© new world, or, at leaft, had 
‘¢ made a voyage to thofe weften 
‘© iflands, whence the diftemper 
*¢ was brought into /wrope, a 
‘© fpread in the way of contagion, 
6s Ofc,” Fohn Bapti/?: Montams 
of Verona, who wrote in 155% 
relates, that ‘‘ in the year 149% 
“© Columbus, with his Spaniards 
‘© went on an enquiry after th 
‘s weitern iflands ; where be 
‘¢ found this diftemper endemy 
‘¢ as the Leprain Lgypt. W hence 
‘< returning in 1490, many@ 
*¢ his company — being infected 


‘¢ by their commerce with the. 


‘© natives, brought the fame inte 
“© their owncountry, and infec 

’ , . Pail . auite 
“ ed the Spanifh and /tahan ow 
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« texans, when the French army 
« was encamped before Naples.” 
Thecelebrated Alexander Trajanus 
Parexius, in his firft chapter on 
the French difeafe, dates the #ra 
it from the year 1492, about 
the time that the lyench army was 
ing fiege to Napies ; and tells 
w, that ‘* the Spanz/b foldiers, re- 
® tuning from their expedition 
«to the We/f-Indies, and being 
« infested by the women of thofe 
« iflands, brought the difeafe with 
“them, and thus infected their 
« own countrywomen. By which 
« means the Preach, now rioting 
« in fpoil and plunder, and de- 
“ barching with the /iadan and 
« Spanib courtezans, foon  recci- 
“ ved the diftemper, and carried 
“itto France; whence it foon 
 foread into all the countries of 
“ Europe.” ‘This authoy’s book 
wpeared in 1566. And Peter 
Hefchard, whole treatife is dated 
m1s65, tho’ particularly fond of 
the heavenly infiux, owns that this 
difemper had long before raged in 
te Spanish We/?- Indies, and quotes 
one who tells us it was as com- 
mon in that country as the meafles 
and fmall pox among us. 
¢ fhall pafs by the /jymptoms 
tthisdifeafe, as remarked by the 
feral authors here produed, and 
mocted to the method of cure ; 
\ which we fhall confine ourfelves 
tvfuch as recommend the ufe of 
tne Guaiacum, as a foveraign 
mee remedy ; whereas, as 
fr. Turner obferves, even thofe 
7 had tried, or at leaft were 
WA acquainted with other me- 
rN extol this above the reft. 
Wiles Poll wrote a treatife on 
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the cure of this Jiftemper by the 
Indian wood. It confilts of nine 
chapters, and was publifhed in 
1536. Ina preface to this work, 
he {peaks of near three thoufand 
Spaniards, labouring under the 
venereal difeafe, who, after many 
repeated experiments, could not 
obtain a cure till they make ufe of 
the Guaiacum decoction ; by which, 
tho’ many of them were in the 
moft deplorable condition, they 
were reftored to health. ‘The 
fuccefs of this medicine prompted 
him. to enquire how it might be 
ordered fo as to fuit with different 
climates, but particularly the nor- 
thern ; and found it would 
duce the defired effect in Ger many, 
as in other countries, tho” not to 
foon as in Spain and the //e/?-li- 
dies, In his firft chapter, he lays 
down direclions for preparing the 
patient’s body, by a fuitable con- 
coétion of the morbific matter, 
and purging the fame by medi- 
cines adapted to the age and habit. 
In the fecond he treats of the re- 
gimen proper in different climates. 
In the third we have directions 
concerning dict during the ume 
of taking the decoction. On en- 
tering into the courfe, the patient 
is to drink half a pint of it each 
morning, as warm as he can fwal- 
low it, be fweated in bed, as his 
ftrength will allow, for two or 
three hours; and take a light 
and flender meal. He is to pro- 
fecute this method ten days ; and 
the following ten, his allowance 
is to be a little increafed, ‘The 
fame is to be continued morning 
and evening, three hours after a 
very light repaft for fupper. Ui 
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over-coftive, he muft intermit one 
day for a lenient clyfter, or lenitive 
urge. Prefcriptions being given 
for diet, loofening the belly, and 
Jiquor to drink at meals, and when 
thirfty, in the three following 
chapters ; he proceeds in the feventh 
to his method of preparing the de- 
coction, which is ftronger or 
weaker, according to the age, 
fex, and temperament of the pa- 





ticnt, as well as the nature and 
condition of the difeafe. In the 
cighth he {peaks of the time, this 
method of cure requires ; which 
differs with the climate, as the 
difeafe itfelf. In the laft chapter, 
we have another method of taking 
this decoction, from a Spanifh 
preCription, with a proper regi- 
men. 

Ulrict de Hutten, a German 
knight, having been Jong afflitted 
with the venereal difeafe, and en- 
deavoured to procure relief by tc- 
veral means to no purpofe, was 
prevailed to try the force of 
Guetacwn, Which proved effectual. 
In confequence of which he pub- 
fe and manner of his 
eure in 151g. His treatife is di- 
vided into twenty-f1x chapters. 
In the irft he {peaks of the origin 
of this diitemper and its fymptoms, 
The fecond contains an enquiry 
into the various caufes of it. In 
the third is an account of difeafes 
apt to follow it. The fourth 
treats of the remedies firft ufed af- 
ter its appearance. ‘The fitth of 
fuch as he himfelf ufed. In the 
fixth is a defcription of Guatacum, 
its difcovery, and feveral names. 
The feventh contains directions 
for preparing it. The eighth ex- 
hibits the method of adminiftring 


° ' 
lifhed his ca 


this wonderful remedy, The 
ninth treats of the Regimen to be 
obferved by the patient, The 
two following chapters contaig 
cautions againft mixing any other 
ingredient with this wood, ayJ 
cenfures fome phyficians, who 
practifed fuch a mixture. In the 
twelfth, the author enquires whe. 
ther any thing elfe is requifite in 
this way of cure ; and what me 
gard is to be had to difference of 
age, fex, habit, or conftitution, 
In the thirteenth, whether thi 
wood will not effeét the cure ig 
Other countries, as well as ip 
Spain. In the fourteenth, th 
proper feafon for ufing it is coni- 
dered. In the fifteenth it is thewn, 
that the cure will be retarded, if 
not quite defeated, by wine and 
venery. The feven following 
chapters are full of rules fw 
diet, Regimen, &c. Inthe twen- 
ty-third, the knight confders the 
time neceflary for cure by thi 
method. In the twenty-four 
he fpeaks of the nature and re 


energy of the remedy here re 
commended, In the twenty-fifth 


we have his cafe at large, with 
the progrefs and fuccets of his cure, 
In the laft chapter, he lays dowa 
plain directions for the regulatioa 
of diet, &c. after recovery. Mr. 
Turner gives a fuller account # 
this book in his Praéical Dife- 
tation, and has lately publifhed: 
new edition of the old Engip 
tranflation. | 

Confaluus Ferrandez, 2 Spare 
ard, wrote two treatifes ; one o 
Guaiacum, and the other of th 
Lignum Santum, Having obke 
ved that the difeafe called De 





| Buas, was very common in 
weiter 
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peftern provinces, he {peaks of 
ne great kindnefs of providence 
» fornifhing the inhabitants of 
sf countries with twe fuch no- 
i ; the latter of which 
ied in the ifle of Poriguen. 
He gives us a particular defcription 
both ; the manner of preparing 
yi taking them, and their ef- 
ets, Our author in the Chro- 
wigical Index, places this writer 
inthe year 1535. Lecnard Schmai 
taving heard of the difcovery of 
te Guaiacum in the ifland of 
tasenal, made it his bufinefs to 
cet the beft intelligence of the 
tee, its properties, and virtues ; 
which he accordingly procured, 
nd defcribes at large. He tells 
ws, that phyficians could not re- 
eve their infected patients till 
this drug was brought over ; 
“which, fays he, by a fingular 
“ property, quickly fubdued it, 
“confuming the  putrefaction 
“lurking within, digefting, re- 
“ flving, and carrying it out of 
“the body, as well by urine as 
“ by fiveat. 

Apbonjo Ferri, particularly re- 
commends the Guaiacum, asa no- 
beremedy. He there treats of 
S preparation, its nature, pro- 
jerties, Operations and effects. He 
tea lays down rules for ordering 
te decoction, fo as to fuit the 
kreral conftitutions. ‘Sohn Bap- 
if Montanus, exprefly condemns 
heufe of Mercury in this diftem- 
ht. He advifes lenient purges, 
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bleeding, and hepatic alteratives 3 
and then proceeds to the dococ- 
tion of Guatacum, which be 
ftrongly recommends; and pra- 
fefles that, from long experience, 
he had found it a certain cure for 
all the fymptoms of this difeafe, 
He adds that, if it ever fails of 
its defired effect, the miicarriage 
is owing to mifmanagement, or 
not tempering its heat, in hot and 
dry conftitutions, by proper co: 
rectives, 

We fhall conclude this article 
with the opinion of the celebrated 
Gabriel Fallopius of Modena, who 
lived in the middle of the fixteenth 
century, and was the greatelt 
phyfician of his time. He {peci- 
fies the feveral methods then ufed 
for the cure of the veereal di- 
ftemper. He rejects the /uffimen- 
tum, or fumigation, and the mer- 
curial unétion, as emprrical, and 
attended with many evil conf- 
quences. Nor does he allow the 
Pill ex Pracipitato better quarter. 
he then proceeds to what he terms 
the methodical cure. Having di- 
rected a proper regimen ot the 
non-naturals, and a preparation olf 
the feveral humours by their {pe- 
cific purgatives, he difcourfes ot 
the Jndian wood, which he calls 
a real antidote, and emplovs above 
twenty chapters on the choice of 
it, its virtues, preparation, opera~ 
tion, and government during the 
courfe. 
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T isuniverfally agreed among 

Chriftians, that, according to 
our Saviour’s command, we ought 
to give both Gop and Cefar ‘his 
due. The only queftion remain- 
ing therefore is, what are the things 
which belonz to Gop, and w hat 
are they which belong to Cé/ar. 
The author of the piece, of which 
we are to give an account, un- 
dertakes to make this clear by 
certain principles and indifputable 
facts. He acknowledges but one 
true religion; but at the fame 
time declares he doth not except 
the Catholics from the rules here 
laid down. As he advances prin- 
ciples, which ought to be admitted 
by all who profe(s Chriftianity, 
he excufes no one the obfervation 
of them. 

Tho’ we find Utrecht at the 
bottom of the title page, it is 
evident from feveral paflages of 
the treatife, that it was written, at 
leaft, in France. It is divided in- 
to four parts. In the firft, he lays 
down the principles on which the 
whole work is grounded : in the 
fecond, he treats of the public ex- 
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‘ance des Chrétiens aux putffances tempo ore: les 
montre par t y perv Sainte, par Phiftare de PEs 
Chritiens doivent obéir a leurs fouverains : 
5 & quelle C Yonduite ils doivent tenir dans leur re ofus, 4 
Utrecht, chez Henry Corneicce Le Fevre, 17 
is, A Treatife om the Submiffion of Chriftians to the "Ten 
in which is foewn from hely Scripture, and the Hifi 
Cajes Chriftians are obliged to a 
them; when they ought to refufe Obe dience; and how they are to be. 
Printed at Utrecht, for Heyny 
17 35- 


Dunoyer in the Strand. 
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ercife of religion : in the third, ¢ 
private aflemblies of Cliriftian 
in the fourth, of the condué the 
ought to obferve, when they r. 
fule to obey the laws of civil P0- 
vernment. Each of thefe pattsi 
{ubdivided in feveral fections. 
Our author fets out with fom 
truths received by all mankind; 
which are thefe: ‘* In what. 
‘ever country men are bom, 
*¢ they are at once engaged in 
“two different focictics ; on 
“© of which is formed by It: 
*¢ jigion, the other by civil go 
‘© yvernment: both thefe focietis 
“<< were inftituted for fome eni, 
‘© which can only be to procurt 
“men the enjoyment of fom 
“© good : the chief end of all fo 
*¢ cieties formed by religion is to 
“¢ render men eternally happy a 
“© ter this life: the chief end @ 
‘© all thofe formed by civil & 
<< yvernment is to make men hap 
‘© py in this world. In order ® 
“© conduét mento thefe ends, thee 
“¢ focieties give them laws, which 
*¢ they are obliged to obferve 


‘© and because thofe laws @& 
“ pet 

















fome 
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Ant. 24 ; : 
« pot of themfelves, inforce their 
« own obligation, thefe focieties 
« knowledge foveraign powers, 
« gho inflict punifhmentson fuch 
« 95 do not obferve them : Gop 
«js the foveraign power, <ac- 
« knowledged by all focieties for- 
«med by religion : emperors, 
« kings, princes, and, in fome 
« fates, a certain number of 
« perfons appointed to rule, are 
« the foveraign powers acknow- 
« ledged by all focieties formed 
« by civil government : the pu- 
“ qifhments which thofe powers 
« infi& on thofe who do not 
« obferve the laws of thofe focie- 
« ties, anfwer to the nature of 
« that good, which the faid fo- 
« ceties propofe to procure for 
“ fych as obferve them : the fo- 
“ yeraign power in religion con- 
“demns men to eternal punifh- 
“ments, becaufe religion propo- 
“fes to procure them eternal 
“ happinefs : the foveraign pow- 
“ers in civil government. con- 
*demns men to temporal punifh- 
“ments, becaufe civil govern- 
“ment propofes to procure them 
* temporal happinefs. 

From thefe truths it is inferred, 
tat men are obliged to obferve 
te aws of both thefe focieties, 
Waufe they cannot otherwife 
andukt men to the principal ends 
epofed: that as the laws of thefe 
two focieties may fometimes con- 
adit cach other, it is poffible 
aman to find fome difficulty 
hich he ought to obey: that 
mienever this is really the cafe, 
be laws of relizion are to be ob- 
“ved preferably to thofe of civil 
etrament, becaufe Gop is infi- 
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and eternal happinefs and mifery 
are infinitely above tempora]. This 
difficulty, asis here obferved; can 
arife only where fome of the fub- 
jects are of different principles 
from their foveraign. ‘The defign 
of this treatife therefore is to thew 
what is to be done in the cafe 
here fuppofed, 

As the principles on which the 
author propofes to proceed, ought 
to be fuch as muft be admitted by 
all Chriftians, and as all do not 
receive the tradition or laws of 
the Church, nor are agreed on the 
fenfe of feveral texts of fcrip- 
ture, he undertakes to eftablith 
them on clear texts, univerfally 
underftood in the fame fenfe, ta 
fhew their exact conformity to 
the truths received by all man- 
kind ; the neceflary. confequences 
relulting from them; and that 
they are authorifed by the practice 
of the Chriftians of all ages. Ha- 
ving thus cleared the way to his 
defign, he produces fuch texts of 
{cripture as he conceives ferve for 
the fupport of the principles to be 
advanced. The facred books, as 
is here obferved, are full of com- 
mands to obey Gop and obferve 
all his laws without exception, or 
any regard to human conlidera- 
tions. ‘The fame infpired wri- 
tings in feveral places command 
us to obey the temporal powers, 
and that even tho’ they be fevere 
and froward, even Pagans and In- 
fidels ; for there were no others, 
when Jesus CHrisT ordered to 
render to Cefar the things that are 
Cefars, Mat. xxi. 21, and when 
St. Paul faid, Let every foul be 
fuje? to the higher powers; for 
there is natower but of Gow: the 
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ers that be, are ordained of 
Gop, ec. Rom. xiii. From 
thefe and the following  well- 
known words, our author con- 
cludes: ‘* As then it-is of divine 
right torender to Gop whatis 
his due, and obey him ; fo like- 
wile is it of divine nght torender 
to the temporal powers what is 
their due and obey them, not 
only for wrath, or for fear of 
punifhment, dut alfo for con- 
“* fcience fake, that is, becaufe 
Gop commands it, and the 
Chriftian religion requires it. 
- But, faid St, Peter and St. 
“Jobn, Ve ought to obey Gon ra- 
ther thanmen, Atsv. 29. Here 
an enquiry is made into the con- 
duct of the two apoftles, when 
they refufed to obferve the laws 
of the Sanhedrim. Jrsus CHRIST 
had exprefly commanded his apo- 
{tles to teach all nations in bis name, 
Alat. Xxviil, 19, 20. This was 
a law of Gop: they were obliged 
toobferve it: they did fo. ‘The 
temporal power forbid them to 
teach in the name of Jesus. This 
law was contrary to the law 
of Gop: they were obliged to 
refufe obedience to it: they did 
fo. To this it is added, that on 
reading the whole account, it ap- 
pears, that St. Peter and St, ‘Fohn 
juffered all the hardfhips, to which 
this refulal expoted them, with- 
out making the leaft. refiftance, 
and neither faid nor did any thing 
that could difturb the peace of the 
civil government, under which 
they lived. From thefe paffages 
of jcripture, and the behaviour of 
the two apoftles, the following 
principles are advanced, J 
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I, ‘* All Chriftians, of whe 
fe€&t foever, under what tem. 
poral power foever they live 
ought to obey Gon, inal) 
has commanded them, and ob. 
ferve all the laws he has giver 
them. Il. They ought aif, 
to obey the temporal ‘power, 
and obferve all their Jay,. 
thole only excepted which = 
contrary to the laws of Gop, 
III. When they refufe to ob. 
ferve the laws, of the tempor 
powers, which are contrary ty 
thofe of Gon, they oughtt 
endure all the hardfhips which 
fuch refufal may bring 
them, without murmuring, 
without refifting, without &- 
fending themfelves againtt tho 
powers ; in a wordy withou 
doing or faying any,,thig 
which has a tendency to diftud 
the peace of civil government,” 
It being fhewn, that thefe princ: 
ples are agreeable to found reafon, 
and to the wniverfally received 
truths laid down at the bee 
ing of this treatife, the author 
proceeds, in his fecond part, © 
enquire, how the Chriitians ough 
to have behaved themiclves, @ 
thefe principles, in regard to te 
public exercife of religion; a 
fhews that their conduct in th 
particular, «was conformable © 
their duty. 

Here a diftinction is made & 
tween religion itfelf, and the pe 
lic exercife of religion. The i 
mer confifts in doctrines, revels 
truths, myfteries, facramens 
commandments, divine worth? 
and fervice, according to the® 
lief of cach religion on U0 
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- and other things of 
which belong to the 
See and effence of focieties 
by religion. The latter 
on 4 expabitg the worfhip 
gi fervice of Gop to the eyes of 
deworld ; that is, building tem- 
which are public edifices ; 
in convening public affemblies, 
for performing divine fervice, for 
preaching and teaching particular 
ieftrines, for partaking of the fa- 
caments ; in making colle€tions, 
ind charging people with contri- 
butions for the fupport of perfons 
frving in the miniftry, or for the 
demands of the Church ; and in 
other things of that nature, which’ 
to the exterior of focieties 
formed by religion. This being 
pemifed, it is obferved, that, ac- 
to the two firit principles, 
il thelaws of Gop are to be ob- 
fred, without exception ; and 
il thofe of the temporal power, 
which are not contrary to the 
bws of Gop. The queftion 
therefore is, whether JEsus 
Carist has given Chriftians any 
hws for the public exercife of their 
rligion, or not ? 

Wefind in the Scripture, fays 
wurauthor, that Jesus CHRIST 
ts commanded his difciples to do 
iithat is required in the decalogue, 
a abftain from all things there 
pohibited : that he has command- 
“them feveral things relating 
® the perfe€tion and purity of 
Morals and faith, and fuch as re- 
a to the fubftance and eflence 
of ligion: that he has ordered 
ther things, which can only be 

fed exteriorly, and confe- 
ently may effect the laws of ci- 
Ms aed, fuch as to preach 
on, TI, ) 
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his gofpel to all nations, eftablith 
paftors, partake of the facraments, 
and boldly confeis his religion’ 
before men. In thefe cafes Gop 
has fpoken, and is to be obeved 
without refervé, according to the 
principles advanced. But our au- 
thor fubjoins, that it does not ap- 
pear, from any of the writings of 
the apoftles or evangelifts, that 
our LorD has cofmanded Chri- 
ftians, what all mankind under- 
ftands by the public exercife of 
religion ; fo that, if this is prohi- 
bited by the temporal powers, we 
are obliged to obferve their laws, 
as not being in the cafe which 
privileges us to fay, we ought to 
obey Gop rather than men. 
Tho’, by virtue of the com- 
mand of Jesus Curist, Chri- 
ftians are allowed to teach and 
preach publickly for the eftablifh- 
ment and propagation of the Chri- 
{tian religion, where it is not yet 
received ; it will not follow, ac- 
cording to our author, that the 
fame liberty is warrantable for the 
eftablifhment and propagation of 
any particular fect in a country 
where Chriftianity is already pro- 
felled. The former is exprefly 
commanded, -but not the latter. 
So that, in one cafe, the miffion 
of the preacher is of divine right ; 
in the other not, tho’ he pretends 
to teach the purity of the gofpel ; 
for under that pretext any fanatic 
would havea divine right to publith 
his wild notions, and confequently 
to difturb all civil governments. 
But it may be faid, that, tho’ 
we dot find any command in 
fcripture for the public exercife of 
religion, it is fuficient that we 
read it was aétually practiced im ° 
Gg ths 
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the times of -the apaflles. To 
this it is replied, that the firk 
Chriftians made a public exercife 
of the Fewy religion only, which 
was then permitted, by the .tem- 
poral laws; that the places, where, 
they aflembled, were private hous, 
fes; that thew aflemblics were 
private aflemblies, and, fish , as 
were not. prohibited. by. the. civil 


government; and the collections, 


there made were, only defign’d far 
the relicf of the poor, which were, 
never prohibited; by law. 

Thus far the author has treated 
of the duties of Chriftians im the 
point under confideration, . Lhe 
fequel of thus fecond part 4s em- 
ploy'd in fhewing, from the Evan- 
gelyff i, the Ads of the Apoftles, 
and kcclefiafical Hiftory, thar 
their practice has in all, ages been 
conformable to their duty. And 
here it is obferved, that our ble(- 
fed Saviour neither, convened nor 
ordered any public aflemblies, dif- 
fcrent from thofe held in his meen 
the temple ot ‘Jerujalem and the 
fynagogues, which were aliow’d by 
the laws of the Noman emperors, 
to whom. /adea was then tubject. 
Qin the contrary, ijappears, from 
feveral palages in the New ‘Veita- 
ment, that..he and his apoftles 
ufually. preached im. thofe places, 
becaufe the Jews were by. the 
civil governinent alow’d to mect 
there, Farther, the apoitles preach’d 
in, the temple by the exprels. com- 


mand of God himfecli ; as appears 
trom Adi Vv. 20, 21. As a far- 
ther prof of what is here ad- 


two 
authentic teitumonies ; one of our 
LORD biurelt, the other of St. 
L Guii. Oui Lor Dy bein 
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mived by the high prieft, an{wen: 
I fpake apenly ta the world; T eye 
taught in the fnagogue, and in the 
temple, &e. “Fobn xviii, 19, 
The apofile, being accufed, before 
| Felix, of railing a fedition among 
\the Yews, makes his defence jg 
ithefe words : They. found me 
rified in. the temple, neither wih 
multitude, nor with tumult; Ady 
xxiv. 18. And before Fefus, tha 
‘governor’s fuceeflor, he dec 
Neither againgt, the law of the Few, 
neither againf?. the temple, nor 
againft Cefar, have I at all of 
fended ch. xxv. 8. From th 
firft of thefe texts it is unferred, 
that Jesus Curist called m 
public aflemblies ; from the feconj 
and third, that St. Paul confefies, 
that if he had affembled the 
ple, that is, if he had convened 
any diftinét public aflemblies, be 
would. have committed. a faut 
againft Cefar, and not have gives 
hum his due. 

The people, tranfparted with 
the, miracles of our Saviour and bis 
apoftles, ran after them in crouds; 
on which occafion they common- 
ly indtru€ted them, and_ preached 
the gofpel to them, but our a 
thor cannot believe any one wil 
thence conclude, that JEsus 
Cruarist and his apoftles pr 
form’d what is generally wndet- 
flood by the public exercife of a 
religion, and convened aflembls 
like thofe which appear wher 
fuch public exercife is permitie. 
‘* For, fays he, there is certain} 
‘© a wide difference between # 
‘© femblies formed on a fudden 
“* by the concourfe of a mulu- 
- tude, When fome woh 2 
“ fioht, which raifes thew admit 
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« gation, draws them together, 
« gnd public affemblies, exprefly 
« allied to a certain place, on cer- 
« tain days, and at hx’d hours. 

Our author’s next talk is to 
prove, that, from the clofe of the 
brit age to the prefent time, all 
the profeflors of Chrittianity have 
gierved the fame conduét in re- 

to the public exercife of their 
wion; for it is all along ac- 
inowlede’d, that we are not only 
dlow’d, but even obliged, to pro- 
es and preach the Chriftian reli- 
gan, in oppofition to all the pow- 
es on earth. 

Our author, ‘having given us a 
vew of the ftate of the Church 
under the emperors, down to the 
rign of Decius, obferves, that 
“ Agreat number fuffer’d mar- 
“tyrdom in his reign, for boldly 
“ confefling the name of JEsuUs 
“Curisr again{t the imperial 
“ prohibitions ; but the hiftory of 
“ that time furnifhes us with no 
“account of any one who fuf- 
“ fer'd death tor having held pub- 
“lic aflemblies contrary to his 
“ orders.” After that emperor’s 
death, the Church had fome {mall 
ieipite ; but the perfecution broke 
out again under / olu/ianus ; for at 
Rime, Chriftians were deprived of 
tehberty of aflembling. Hence 
tks inferred, that ** They en- 
“py'd that liberty before, and 
“took the advantage of it; but 
“when it was taken from them, 
* they held 110 public affemblies.” 
Velerian publifh’d an ediét, for- 

all exercife of the Chrif- 
fan religion: upon which, the 
Mriecution, thar lad: peen fu- 

‘ded in the beginning of his 

RR, .was revived ; and there 
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were now no public aflenitilics. 
Galhen, in 265, revoked the 
edicts againit the Chriftians, and 
granted two in their favour. 
From that time, to the reign of 
Aurehan, feveral new Churches 
were built, and the old one en- 
larged. 

Coming to the long and fevere 
perfecution under Dyecée/ian, our 
author obferves, that dome of that 
prince’s edicts were obey’d, others 
net. Of the latter fort, were 
fuch as required acts of idolatrous 
worfhip, or the abjuration of 
Chritianity. The Chvriftians re- 
fufed obedience to thefe, know- 
ing that Gov had commanded 
the contrary ; that thefe actions 
related to the eflence of religion, 
and belonged to Gop. Of the 
former, were thofe which prohi- 
bited the public exercile of their 
religion, and order’d the demoli- 
tion of the houfes where they af- 
fembled. Thefe were obey’d, 
becaufe all this related to the ex- 
terior of religion, and belong’d to 
the temporal power. Here the 
author fhews, how dificrent the 
conduct of the Chriftians of that 
time was from that of the Pro- 
teftants in France, who, in 1683, 
refufed obedience to the king’s 
orders, in regard to the public ex- 
ercife of their religion, 

Conflantius and Galerius fuc- 
ceeded next to the empire. ‘The 
perfecution ceafed immediately in 
the provinces fubject to the for- 
mer of thofe princes; and fome 
after, in thofe under the latter, 
He reftored to the Chriftians the 
houfes in which they ufed to meet, 
with full liberty of the public ex- 
ercife of their religion. , 
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The next period is from the 
election of Conflantine, to the pre- 


fent time; ducing which our au- | 


thor fhews, that. the. conduct, of 
the Chrittians. was,.in this refpe&, 
the fame as: before, and exactly 
conformable to their duty. “Theft 
facts, as well as thofe already 
mention’d, are proved. fram un- 
doubted authorities. of. the. hittoe 
rians, followed and copied. by 
the centuriators of Afagdebours. 
While sthe empire was divided 
between Conflantine, Maxentins, 
Maximian, and Licinius, the Chri- 
ftians were harrafs’d by the three 
jaft, while they enjoy’d peace and 
liberty in the provinces govern’d 
by the firft ; which were ftill bet- 
ter eftablifh’d after the defeat of 
the tyrant Maxentius,  Licinins, 
having married Conflantia, Com 
flantine’s filter, agreed to relieve 
‘the perfeeuted Chriftians, In con- 
junction with his brother-in-law, 
he figo’d an ediét in their favour, 
ordering the reftitution of their 
places of worlhip, and allowing 
them to build others. Some time 
after, he renew’d the perfecution, 
forbid religious affemblies in cities, 
and order’d the Churches to be 
fhut. On the demife of Maxen- 
‘xs, the three remaining empe- 
rors favouring the Chriftians, their 
relion flourifh’d in-all parts of 
the empire ; 


reign’d alone, dy 

In order to prove, that from 
that tume to the prefent, the con- 
duét of the Chriftians has been 
invariably the fame, our author 
doth not think it neceflary to pro- 
duce the teftimony of hiftorians ; 
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but not with -¢he. 
fame luttre uvfome till Confantine 





fince the hiftories 
afcertain this fact, viz. that ever 
fince there were temporal fay. 
rans on carth, who profeffed 
Chriftianity, all, who have pres 
tended to be Chriftians, of why 
fest foever, have had recourfe to 
fuch foveraigns for permiffion tg 
exereife their religion publickly ; 
and have never attempted to do it 
till they had obtained fuch per. 
nuffion: but never made that 
plication for allowance to believe o 
practile fuch things as related to the 
fubitance and effence ot religion, 
We are now come to the third 
part of the treatife in hand ; where 
the firit queftion.is, Whether, a. 
coming to the fame principles, 
Chriftians are obliged to obey the 
laws of the temporal power, 
which forbid private aflemblies for 
religious ends; by which term 
are here meant aflemblies of fome 
private perfons, who are common- 
ly acquainted one with another, a 
being friends or relations? Ths 
queftion can only be anfwer'd, by 
enquiring whether thefe aflemblies 
are commanded to ~Chriftians in 
the holy fcripture, or not, Her 
our author declares for the negi- 
tive ; and draws the. fame canf- 
quences frony .the ‘filance of th 
word of Gen :in ‘this particular, 
astm the foregoing. But. it may 
beiobjected, that, tho’ it doth net 
appear from fcripture that J ssvs 
Curzist . has commanded Chri 
tians‘to convene fitch ‘afiemblic, 
it as fusGigiensy: that: he. has. com 
manded them todo certain thingy 
which gannot>.be done witheut 
aflembling ;>:fuch as 
paitors, partaking of on 
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and celebrating = re- 
ce of his death, by do- 

hes be himfelf did. In an- 

wer to this, our author denies 
the confequence here’’ intended, 
wz, that when Jrsus Curist 
emmanded Chriftians to do the 
things above fpecified, he com- 
manded them to convene aflem- 
bles in fpite of the temporal 

rs. According to him, it 
glows only, that he has com- 
minded them todo thofe things 
in countries where they were al- 
bwed to aflemble, and where 
they were not forbidden by the 
uws of thofe powers. But what 
sthe duty of Chriftians, where 
the contrary is the cafe? They 
wght to quit the country, and 
fek another more favourable to 
thm. in that point. But again; 
sall the world knows this flight 
from one place to another, when 
erfecuted, is a bare permiffion, 
wt a command ;_ if Chriftians, 
ether voluntarily, out of zeal for 
ruigion, or by fome unfurmount- 
dle impediment, do not leave the 
cuntry, where they are perfe- 
qted in this manner, and where 
vole. aflemblies. are prohibited, 
without which. cannot obey 
thecommands of Jesus CuRist, 

Whatis then their duty ? In this 

ale it is allow’d lawful, and even 

ceflary, to convene fuch af- 
rer but then the number 

who compofe them, 
ad the bufinefs: done in them, 
nuft be fuch as: cannot give the: 

“it umbrage or difturbance to the 

“mporal power ; and, if molefted | 

jesus 
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The doétrine already advanced 
being fhewn to be agreeable to 
the truths laid down in the firf 
part, and founded ‘an principles 
of *reafon, the author enquires 
what was the condaét of the firi! 
Chriftians in the days of Jesus 
Curist and his apoltles. As the 
public exercife of the ‘Jews reli. 
gion ‘was then tolerated by the 
temporal power, to which “frdea 
was fubject ; as there were no 
laws in being which forbid the 
7 ews, or confequently the Chriy- 
tians, who were confounded with 
them, to form religious aflemblies 
in their houfes for celebrating the 
Paffower ; it is evident, that, when 
Jesus Carist kept that -fetti 
val with his apoftles, and init; 
tuted the Chriffian Pa/fover, that 
aflembly was not prohibited bv 
law, ‘The fame is obferved “ot 
the practice of the apoftles and 
difciples, after our Lorn’s afcen- 
fion. Here our author remarks, 
that, as they met every day, and 
the ‘Ffews only once a year, they 
took particular care that their fre. 
quent aflemblies might not be 
liable to cenfure: Fir/?, as it ap- 
rs from és 1.13. they met 
in a houfe where all the apoftles 
lived ; Secondly, they lold thew 
pofleffions and goods, and had all 
things in common, Thirdly, in 
order to make provifion for the 
miniftry, and other wants of tlic 
Church, they had recourfe to the 
alms ‘of the faithful, which were 
never forbidden by any temporai 
laws, To all which it is added, 
that thofe firft Chriftians met 
only where the faid temporal laws 
allow’d 3: and: frequently chofe to 
appear where a congregation was 
already 
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already formed, rather than call 
one themfelves. ‘This ts tvident, 
from AAs xiv. 13. xvii. 16, 17. 
xix. 8, 9, 10. xxvill. 15, 16, 
30, 31. 

After fome fhort remarks on 
the difference between thefe af- 
femblies, and thofe of the Alugue- 
nots in France, our author pro- 
ceeds to the private meetings of 
Chriftians in the fucceeding ages. 
Under this head he proves, from 
indifputable authority, that from 
the reizn of Nero to that of Trajan, 
there was no temporal Jaw againtt 
the religious aflemblies of Chrif- 
tians; fo that they might hold 
them without any violation of 
their duty to the civil power. 
The firft law of this fort was 
made by the emperor laft men- 
tion’d, forbidding the Chriftians 
to form themfelves into fraterni- 
ties or aflemblies, unlefs in pre- 
fence of a magiltrate by him ap- 
pointed. And it is evident, from 
the exprefs words of Pliny the 
younger’s letter to Trajan, that 
the Chriftians in Bithynra forbore 
fuch afflemblies, as foon as the 
emperor’s will was notified to 
them. If it fhould be faid, that 
the Chriftians obey’d this edjct 
merely out of fear, or ona prin- 
ciple of prudence, the anfwer is 
eafy. ** Thofe, fays our author, 
** who will refleét on our prin- 
** ciples, and remember with 
** what courage the faithful of 
** thofe times expofed themfelves 
** to martyrdom, whenever the 
** temporal powers forbid them 
“© to do what Gop had com- 
** manded them; will plainly 
** perceive, that they obey’d and 


“© ceas'd to aflemble, only mene 
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they thought them {elves obi; 
in duty fo to do. ld 
s¢ But, if the Chriftians form’d 


affemblies, only when allowed — 


by the temporal powers ; why 
do we find it recorded in hit. 
tory, that they ufed to meg 
privately, before fun-rifing, ang 
commonly in caves, &, 2” 


This queftion, ftarted by our ay. 


thor, 1s anfwer’d thus: 
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es The 
Chriftians aflembled privately 
becaufe, tho’ no edi& forbij 
them to meet, yet the priefts 
of the falfe Gods ftirred up th 
people and maciftrates againg 
them ; fo that they were oblig’d 
to act thus to avoid the furyof 
their enemies. They ufed tp 
meet in caves, Se. But, adh, 
they met in thole places be 
caufe they were Cemeteries and 
Catacombs tor the burial of the 
dead ; and the Pagans payinga 
veneration to thofe places, made 
a f{cruple of attacking the Chn- 
ftians in them: or, 34h, b& 
caufe the bodies of their mar 
tvrs were there depofited, and 
the tombs of thofe victims ex 
cited and inflamed their devo 
ion.” As this reply is founded 


on two hiftorical facts, they areto 
be prov’d diftinG ly from unexerp 
tionable authority. ‘Ihe former oi 
them is univerfally known; but the 
firft reafon alledged for the fecond 
part of this anfwer not having bes 
fo commonly obferved, we ber 
give the teftimonies alledged fort 
in the treatife before us..Its 
certain, -as.dour:. author  oblervt 
that alb. mations entertained fent- 
nents of hamanity for the 

which , prompted them ‘to: buty 
them, cach according to ae 
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se cuftom. It is likewife 
certain, continucs he, that the 

> ° 
molt barbarous people have paid 
ome refpect. to the places where 
hey were buried. 
a St. Auguftin, that when the 
Cubs had taken Rome, they {pared 
only fuch of the Romaus as fled to 
he burial- places. For this he 
yotes St. Auguffing De Civit, 

i, lib, . cap. 1. Tt may not 
be improper to inform our rea- 
des, that St. Zugu/lin wrote that 
caborate treatife on occafion of 
fme imputing the taking. and de- 
vaftation of Rome to. the abolition 
of the heathen. worfhip, and the 
pmpagation of Chriftianity. On 
thecontrary, it is here maintain’d, 
that the calamities, which befell 
thecity at that time, were evi- 
gntly the common chances of 
war; but that all the favour the 
uhabitants received ought to be 
aribed to the fpecial favour of 
Jesus CuristT, out of refped 
fr whofe name the Barbarians 
fared all thofe who fled into the 
Churches, St. Augu/tin, indeed, 
m the place here quoted, adds, 
Martyrum Loca, the Places of the 
Martyrs; but in the following 
chapters ufes the terms Memoria 
Meftelerum, and Bafilice Apsfto- 
wum ; the Memories, or Bafilics of 
tt Apoftles, as {ynonimous : for at 
tat time moft of the Chriftian 
Churches were built round the 
tombs of the martyrs. In one 
Bice hethas Loci ¢ hrifli dicatiffimt, 
‘Oe maft facred places of CHRIST. 
7 even, granting the firft of 
“ele expreflions fhould fignify the 
Wwial- place: of the martyrs, and 
wt Churches built round their 
Wmbs, Se. tuguftin adi along {peaks 
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hus we read_ 





ay 
of this act of mercy as contrary 
to the general praGtice of conque- 
rors; and confequently, the in- 
ftance here produced is very far 
from proving what our author ad- 
vances, Nor is it eafy to fee 
what advantage can be made of 
his quotations from Sophocles and 
Euripides. The former of thofe 
poets, in his Ajax, makes fome- 
body. fay, Take care, Menelaus, 
that, after having talk’d fo wifely, 
you do nat injure a dead man, The 
latter, in his Antigonus, fays, Death 
puts an end to all differences among 
mortals; and,,in another place, 
If the Greeks have injured you, 
they are dead. Is not your revenge 
compleat ? And yet here is all 
that is urged in proof of the fee 
cond reafon given why the Chrif- 
tians aflembled in the burial-pla- 
ces of their martyrs. The firftand 
third are much better fupported, 
and indeed feem the only true ones. 

Here our author fhews the dif- 
ference between the aflemblies of 
the. primitive Chriftians and thofe 
of the reformed in France. Among, 
other particulars, it is obferved, 
that in the former we find no 
complaints or declamations againft 
the laws of the temporal powers, 
under whom they lived; whereas 
in the latter their fermons were 
full of invectives againft the go- 
vernment, and the treatment they 
received from their prince. 

The next enquiry is into the 
behaviour of Catholics now living 
ia proteftant ‘countries; which 
likewife is fhewn to be widely 
different from that of the Pro- 
teftants in France, 

The laft thing propofed to be 
confider’d is, what ought to be 
the 
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the conduct of Chriftians when 
the laws of the ftate are contrary 
to the commands of Gop... ‘This 
is the buftnefs of the fourth -part. 
Our author thinks the: doétrine 
of his third principle fo well fup- 
ported by fcripture, and the ex- 
ample of St. Peter and Seo ffobn, 
that there is no necefiity of en- 
quiring, in this place, how the 
Chriffians of former ages ought 
to have behaved themfelves on 
fuch an occafion, He adds, that 
the faid principle is univetfally re- 
ceived by all feéts, except thofe 
whofe reafon is diforder’d by fa- 
naticifm, whom he does not expect 
to perfuade by reafon, or theautho- 
rity of the word of Gop. Hethere- 
fore proceeds to the queftion of fact. 

He begins with the condu& of 
the Uraclites. When in Egypt, 
they were fix hundred thoufand 
men, befide old men, women, 
and children: they were united 
by blood : had the fame language 
and the fame religion: they lived 
together in the land of Gohen: 
they were not born fubjects to 
Pharaoh: they were a warlike 
people ; and the {cripture tells us, 
they exceeded the L£gyptians in 
numbers and. ftrength, according 
to Pharaoh's own obfervation, 
Exod. i. 9, This was the {tate of 





the people of Gon, when the 
king of Egypt loaded them With op. 
preffions of feveral kinds, Hoy. 
ever, while under thefe calamities, 
they only cried to the Lory. 
He heard them ; and fent Moje; 
and Aaron to deliver them from 


bondage but it.appears, from 

whole hiftory of their dclverae 
that no force was employ’d fiy 
effeGting it ;..mor did they make 
the lcaft refiftance, when the king 
purfued them to the Red fea. Oy 
author, in the courfe of this ac. 
count, tells us, the Uraelites wer 
perfecuted on the account of the 
religion. Tho’ that fhould t 
allow’d true, in a certain feak, 
we do not find that Pharash 
prefled them to any act of idoh- 
try, or attempted to oblige them 
to any thing direétly contrary to 
the law of Gop, It rather a. 
pears, that jealoufy was his chief 
motive for diftreffing them. But 
to proceed ; it is farther obferved, 
that when the J/raelites fell into 
the hands of ftrangers, their con- 
du& was the fame ; they never 
took up arms ayainft the kings of 
Perfia or Babylon, Here we have 
the ftory of Hamon and Mordeca, 
related in all its circum ftaices; and 
the conduct of the ‘Fetus, whea 
threaten’d with extermination. 


— J] 





ARTICLE XXXV. 
Extra of J.1.. Scuuvers’s Brief Defcription of Danrzic. 


HE city of Dantzic pro- 
bably received its name 
from the Geths; and the word 
feems to have been derived from 
Dan, which in their language 


fignihed Gop. 


zic now ftands, yet they are no 
to be reputed the builders of te 
city ; for the city was built long 
after by Subiflaus, prince of Pr 
merella, or Little Pomerania ; wi 
was the firft of thofe princes w™ 


But tho’ the Goths had a fet- | embraced the Chrittian faith, 


tlement in the place where Dant- 


‘ 





who likewife founded the famous 
conven 
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of Oliwa in the year 
1170, ‘about fifteen years before 
the building of the city. - 
Dantzick, at prefent, “is divi- 
ded into the old and new City ; 
the new city being added to it in 
the yeat 1391. sauna 
he princes of Pomerellacon- 
tinued in pofleffion of Dantzith 
til the year 1311, at which time 
it became fubje€t to the knights 
of the Tewtome order; who pof- 
kffed it,"*together with all 
and Pomerania, above an hundred 
and forty years, wiz, till the 
year 1454; when the people of 
thofe countries, being weary of 
the oppreffions of thofe knights, 
revolted from them, and fubmit- 
ted to Cafimr IV, king of Po- 
land, who reftored to them their 
ancient rights and privileges. 
As for its fituation and prefent 
fate, Dantzick is a {trong fair and 


populous city. It belongs to Pruf- 
fa, but is properly fituate in Little 
Pomerania, and is water’d by three 
fine rivers, viz. the Weiffil, the 


Mittlau, and the Rodaune. The 
Werders and the other adjacent 
hnds are very pleafant and fruit- 
Nl; and the fuburbs furpafs di- 
vers cities in’ beauty. 

The city, tho’ it lies low and 
m marfhy ground, enjoys a heal- 
hy air by means of the frequent 
mrtherly and eafterly winds. Its 
inhabitants are for the moft part 

tans, and drive a vaft trade, 
“cially in corn, They havea 
nate or council of their own 
ing, and enjoy many privi- 
and immunities: yet they 
xknowledce the king of Poland 
fr their lord and protector, and 
®him homage, after he has ta- 
Vou. I, 
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ken an oath to confirm them in 
the poffeffion of their rights and 
privileges. 

Tho" Dantzick never belonged 
to the German ‘empire; yet it has 
been one of the hanfe-towns ever 
fince the year 1370. 

Without ‘the walls and liberties 
of the city lies Scotland, a place 
‘belonging: to the bifhop of Cuja- 
‘via, who there gives protection 
to all forts of mechanic trades, 
to the great detriment of the ci- 
tizens. In this place the ‘fe/icts 
have achurch and afchool; and 
tho’ the inhabitants (as well as 
thofe of Dantzic) are generally 
proteftants, yet they are obliged 
to fhew refpectto the Romani/ts, 
by fhutting up their fhops on their 
holy-days. 

Termunde is as the key of this 
city. Here was anciently a bleck- 
houfe of wood for defence of the 
harbour, in the place where we 
now fee the caftle of Wer/Jelmunde 
fo called becaufe it lies at the 
mouth of the /Vez/jel. 
~ The government of the city is 
compofed of three orders. The firft 
is the fenate, confifting of four 
burgo-mafters and nineteen other 
fenators. The fecond is the col- 
lege -of Schepens, confitting of 
twelve ons with the judge or 


chief officer of juitice at their head. 


| The third is the common-council, 
or the.council of an hundred. 
Once a year a Burgrave is cho- 
fen by the king of Poland ; wluch 
officer is as the king’s lieutenant. 
He can mitigate the fentences of the 
Schepens in capital caufes, ‘but not 
reverfethem. He is chofen out of 
a nomination of eight perions, v2, 
twoburgo-muatters and fix fenators. 
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He has precedence of the burgo- 
mafters during the year ; but af- 
terwards he refumes his former 
place and rank in the fenate. 

Tis a remarkable cuftom of the 
Dantzickers, that they fuffer no per- 
fon, not being a burgher or citizen, 
to marry a burgher’s daughter or 
widow, on the penalty of 50 marks 
fine, unlefs he has either gotten 
a right to the burgherfhip, or elfe 
refolves to fettle out of town. 
Whoever tranfgreffes this cuftom 
or law is obliged to purchafe his 
burgherfhip or freedom, over and 

above the fine of 50 marks. 
Another odd cuftom or law is, 
that a young man, having pur- 
chafed his freedom, is obliged to 
marry within a year and a day, 
on the penalty of 60 marks fine. 
- The wars in which the Dant- 
zickers have been engaged give 
the beft idea of their power, 
particularly the blockade of Stock- 
holm by the Dantzickers, in con- 
junction with the forces of the 
other hanfe-towns ; the defeat 
of the Dantzickers at Tennenberg 
by the Poles; the fiege of the 
city by the Hujfites, when king 
Uladiffaus fagelio,in the year143 3, 
called them out of Bobemra to his 
affiftance againft the knights of 
the Teutonie order the revolt 
of Prufia and Dantzic from thofe 
knights in the year 1454; and 
the war they fuftained againft 
thern for twelve years fuccefiivel y ; 
and the war with the king of 
Denmark, and the mention’d 
knights in conjunction ; together 
witly the brave defence of the city 
agonit all their efforts, 
‘The cleétions of the kings of 
Poland have been the accafions of 
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moft of the calamities that haye 
befallen the city of Dantzick. Fo, 
tho’ in cafe of a diiputed eleg 4 
the city| may fafely declare for the 
prince who is firft crown’d : vet 
it has been impoffible for them tg 
efcape a fhare in fuch difputes, to 
their great danger and detriment, 
Henry, in the year 1574, ha 
ving left the crown of Poland, ty 
accept of that of France, it hap. 
pen’d, that many of the Poli no. 
bility, together with Danrzic, and 
other cities of Pruffia, declared for 
the emperor Maximilian Il. But 
Stephen Bathort, prince of Tranpi. 
vania, who was favour’d by the 
oppofite party, was too nimble for 
Maximilian, and caufed himéelf to 
be crown’d ; and Maximilian dy. 
ing about fix months after, left 
king Stephen in peaceable pofleftion 
of the throne. The Dantzicke 
did not refufe to acknowledge Sw- 
phen; but they firft defired to bk 
confirm’d in the pofleffion of their 
rights and immunities, and th 
proteftant religion, according to 
cuftom, and the treaties fubfitting 
between them and the crown o 
Poland; and that whatever had 
been done contrary to their rights 
and privileges fhould be difannul’é, 
Among the grievances which thy 
defired might be* redrefs’d, the 
chief was that which was cali 
Half Paalgeldt (being a duty 1 
pofed on goods exported and if 
ported, for repairing the haver) 
which they had been obliged © 
pay to king Sigi/mund Auguflus du: 
ring his reign. ‘The king grante 
their petitions, excepting only 

article relating to the Paalgeldt, 
Haven-money, which was by 

refer’d. te the decifion of the set 
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diet ; aud he defired that, 
fa the mean time, they fhould dif- 

their troops, and own him 
for their lord. But the Dantzickers 
inffting that the Haven - maney 
fhould firft be remitted, a war fol- 
lowed between the king and the 
city ; which occafion’d a fiege. 
And tho’ the king was forced to 
break up the fiege, yet the peace 
they afterwards obtain’d was upon 
very hard terms ; but with a 
filvo to their privileges. 

This city had likewife its fhare 
in the wars which Guffavus Adol- 
pbus and Charles Guffavus, kings 
of Sweden, waged with the crown 
of Poland. In which Jaft war 
the ftates-general of the United 
Netherlands affifted theDantzickers 
powerfully both with money and 
afleect, which they fent into -the 
Baltic under command of admi- 
rl Opdam. During the fix years 
of this war the Dantzickers, main- 
tain’d above 8000 men, horfe 
and foot. The war was conclu- 
ded by the famous peace of Oliva 
inthe year 1660. 

The fecond calamity that Dant- 
uck fuffered on account of thé 
eeftion of a king of Poland, was 
when Frederic - Auguftus, elector 
of Saxony, was chofen fucceflor 
to John Scbigki, on the 27th of 
June 1697. His rival, the prince 
of Conti, to fupport his right to 

‘ crown with his prefence, 
fame with a fquadron of fix men 
of war and fregats, from 30 to 
S6guns, under the command of 
the chevalier du Bart, and caft 

tin Dantzick road. He was 
Gluted with three guns from the 
of Weiflmunde, but not 


Smplimented by the fenate, bes 
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caufe they had declared for kin8 
Augujrus, They granted du Bar’ 
the liberty, of purchafing provi" 
fions ia the city for his fleet, but 
refufed his demand of a paflag® 
for his troops, declaring that they 
could not fo much as fafler them 
to debark in their road, ’T was 
likewife no {mall difpleafure to 
the prince of Conti, foon after 
his arrival in the road, to hear 
the cannon of the city fired on 
account of the clection of king 
Mugujius. This conduct of the 
Dantzickers exafperated the Freng/ 
to fuch a degree, that they 
threaten’d revenge by plundering 
and burning all before them. But 
tho’ the Danizickers found means 
to prevent the effects of thefe 
threats, yet they feemed to be no 
lefs threatened by another danger. 
For the abbot of Polignac, the 
king of France’s envoy, declared 
to them, that his majter was fo 
incenfed at their behaviour to the 
prince of Conti, that there was 
no other way left to appeafe his 
anger, and efcape a bombardment 
of their city, but that of ac- 
knowledging the prince as king 
of Poland, But before they had 
time to confult about it, they re- 
ceived the news, that the cheva« 
lier dy Bart had taken five mer- 
chant-fhips in their road: which 
violent proceeding moved them to 
fhut their gates, and to feize all 
effeéts belonging to the Frend 
nation. 

The ill fituation of the prince 
of Conti’s affairs being fuch as 
rendered it not advifable to make 
any longer ftay in Prujia, the 
chevalier du Bart, fome time be- 
fore his departure, fent to let the 
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fenate know, that in lefs than a | 
twelve-month their city fhould 
be Jaid in afhes : and this threat- 
ning was repeated juft before he 
weigh’d anchor. Upon this, the 
fenate complained to the kings of 
France, Sweden and Denmark, 
of the hoftilities committed by du 
Bart in {cizing the merchant-fhips 
in a free road. But the fetter 
they writ to the king of France 
was fent back unopen’d. So that, 
to prevent the threaten’d bom- 
bardment, they fent three pleni- 
potentiaries to France, who, be- 
fore they could be admitted to 
audience, were obliged to. pay 
400,000 livres into the king’s trea~ 
fury, to make good the damage 
fuftain’d by the prince of Conti 
They then obtained audience. and 
pardon, on condition that. they 
fhould render themfelves worthy 
of it by their future conduct, -.,, 
In the mean while, du Batt, 
being arrived at Copenhagen. with 
four of the fhips he had taken, 
(for one of them had found means 
to efcape) was forced to leave 
them there, and to fet their crews 
at liberty, by order of the king 
of Denmark, Ra 
When the king of Sweden, 
about fix years after, made. war 
on the king of Poland, Damzick 
felt the il effedts.of.it, by. being 
obliged to pay 100,090 rixdollars 
contribution-money tocount Stein- 
bet. Yet the very next year 
Steinbok returned, and, under pre- 
tence of an old debt, extorted the 
fum of 44000 rixdollars more : 
in coniideration of which fum the 
navigation of the Dantzickers,which 
for fome time had been obftruéted 
by the Swedes, was declared free. 
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But the more the Danie; 
paid, the more demands wn, ~~ 
from time to time by the Swedyr. 
and their refufal to fatisfy thofe 
demands, produced great inconve. 
niences, till affairs having take, 
another turn, by means of the 
defeat of the Swedes at Pultews 
king Auguffus was refettled on the 
throne of Poland. 

But, in the year 1734, Dantzich 
fuffered the greateft calamity that 
ever befel it by any war. ’Tis frehh 
in, every one’s memory that after 
the demife of Frederic- Augufus, 
king of Poland, this city declared 
for king Staniflaus, and received 
that prince within its walk 
But foon after, general Leg 
fent to let the fenate know, tha 
Frederic-Auguftus, elector of Sar- 
ony, fon of the late king, wa 
}chofen king by the other party; 


4 which notification was attended 


with a threatning, that in cat 
they, refufed to oblige Stanifaw 
to-quit their city, he would come 
with. an army of 40,000 Ry: 
fans and _befi 
them. But the Dantzickers (en 
couraged by. the promifes of tk 
king. of France, who affured them 
by . letter that he would malt 
their caufe his own, and omitm 
thing that was in his power for 
their relief ; sand. likewif being 
perfwaded that England and Hé- 
land, whofe ~ fubjeéts had foc 
confiderable efteéts there, would 
never fuffer the city to be ruin’d 


and bombardment. 
was, that after a brave 





a mb 





ege and bombard 


by the Ruffians) ftood both feg 
4 cr The event 


they were obliged to furrendel 
to acknowledge king Angus 
third, and to promile payment 






Baekai ad 


ant. 96- 


million of rixdollars by way 
Grisfaction to, the emprefs of | 


for the charge of the fiege, 
jikewife 30,000 ducats for 
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during the time of the ficge. 
And in cafe Staniflaus had not 
retired out of thecity, they would 
have been forced*to deliver him 
into the hands of his cnemics. 





the bells, becaufe, contrary to the 
nies of war they had been rung 








———— 


ARTICLE XXXVI. 
priralt of the Hiftory of the United Netherlands, ty J. Buomuerr. 


HE moft illuftrious and 

ancient houfe of Naffau 
was grown famous even in the 
ninth century, and has fince gi- 
vaone emperor (viz. Adelphus, 
chofen in the year 1292) and 
§ve eleCtors to Germany, and three 
kings (viz. William IIl, George I, 
wd II,) to England. 

The houfe of Najfau was very 
arly poflefled of feveral earldoms 
aad baronies. For Ofte, fon. of 
Henry the rich, head of the bran- 
ches of Siegen and Dillenburg,- &e. 
to which the branch of Orange | 
was afterwards added, married 
the countefs of Vianden, a little 


city and county in the country of 
Lunenburg. 


Engelbert the firft, grandfon of | : 


Oito, married ‘Fobanna, daughter 
and heirefs of “fohua van Polanen, 
rd of the Lek, Breda, and other 
grat baronies ;' and ‘his grandfon 
Engelbert annex’d to them the city 
ind barony of Dief# by purchafe. 
This Engelbert did many. brave 
iétions in the fervice of Maximi- 
tar, king of the Romans. Being 
priioner in France, fo great 
‘ranfom was fet upon him by 
Charles VIII, that his friends 
Were forced (as Charles foretold) 
© raife the money by begging. 
» having at laft got more than 


appeared before the king at the 
head of his gentlemen - beevars 
with bags or bafkets on thie 
backs. Charles, im a furprife, afk'd 
what it meant ? Engelbert repli- 
ed, Sire, no ting of France, ic 
| my knowledge was ever caught in a 
plain lie, aud net to make your ma 
jefty a liar we carry these beecar: 
bags. He then afk’d the king, 
whether he would venture the turss 
| OF a'die for double or no ranfom * 
Philip of Auftria, in the year 
tsor, being on his departur: 
to Spain, made this Engelhert 
ftadthalder of his Netherlandifh pro- 
vinces ; who dying at Areda in 
the year 1504, without iffue, was 
fucceeded by his brother ‘fchn. 
obn, by his marriage with 
Elizabeth, daughter of Henry of 
Hefs, annex’d Dietz and Catzenel- 
lebogen to his other lordfhips, and 
left behind him two fons, Henry, 
and Wiliam (furnamed the old.) 
Henry married Claud: de Cha- 
lon, was made knight of the Golden 
Fleece inthe year 1505, and go- 
vetn’d Holland, Zealand and 
Friefland as ttadtholder fix years. 
He died in the year 1536, leaving 
a foncalled Reinier, who, during 
his father’s life-time, was declared 
heir of the principality of Orange 
and Chalon by Philibert de Chalon, 
his uncle by the mother’s fide, 





luficient by that means, 
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on condition that he fhould take 
the name and the arms of Chalon; 
which he accordingly did, and 
was commonly known by the 
name of Renatus, or René de Cha- 
Jon. And thus the principality 
of Orange has been annex’d to the 
houfe of Na/fan ever fince the year 
1530. This Reinier was not only 
knight of the Gelden Fleete, but 
likewife ftadtholderof Gue/derland, 
Holland, Zealand, Friefland and 
Lirecht, He died inthe year 1544 
without iflue, and was fucceeded 
by his heir Wiliam (furnamed the 
voung) fon of his uncle ¥i/lam 
the old, being at that time but 
eleven years of age. 

Vhis William ot Naffau the old 
promoted the eleétion of the empe- 
ror Charles V, and fet the crown 
upon his head. He made public 
profeffion of the proteftant religi- 
on, and not only entered into tke 
Smalkaldichk league, but banifh’d po- 
perv out of his dominions, — His 
confort was ‘Juliana, countefs of 
Stolber gz; and he left two fons, Wil- 
diam and John, in the year 1559. 

Hillam, furnamed the young, 
was the illuftrious founder of the 
Netherlandifb republic, and after 
the fhaking off of the Spanifh 
yoke became the firft ftadtholder 
of Holland and Zealand. He was 
born at Dillenburg, April 14, 
1533; and was aflaflinated at 
Deift, Fuly 10, 1584. This 
{Vitam (ince called the firft) in- 
hernted, upon the demife of his 
coulin-german Kemer, the prin- 
cipality of Orange; and it re- 
main’d in his branch till William 
111, from whom it came to his cou- 
fien and fole heir fohn-William Fri - 
J, hereditary ftadtholder of Frie/- 









land; b ; whofe untimely death’, 
fell to his fon William-Chaplp, 
Henry Frifo, born after his deceaf. 

William 1, had four wives fe 
ceffively, By the fecond, fm ‘ 
Saxony, he had, befides two 
ters, Maurice, born Anny 165. 
and by the fourth, Leuife de (: 
ligny, he had Frederic. Hom, 
born Fanuary 29, 1584, 

Prince AMaurice fucceeded hy 
father, and is efteem’d to hay 
been the builder of the Nahe. 
landifh republic. He died in th 
year 1625, without lezitimate < 
fue, and was fuucceeded by his bro. 
ther Prederic- Henry, 

This prince is ufually fig 
the finifher of the mentioned p. 
public, tho” he never faw it a 
its higheft perfection ; for he é 
ed March 14, 1647: wher 
the peace of Mun/ler was m 
concluded till the following yer, 
under the government of his fn 
William I1, whom he had 
Emilia countefs of Solms. 

William U1, died in the flowe 
of his age, November 6, 1058, 
leaving his confort Afaria Hem 
etta, princefs of England, pre 
nant; who, on the 14th of Ne 
vember the fame year, was ee 
of a fon called William Ul. 

This prince, as is well known, 
was hereditary ftadtholder of He 
land and Zealand, and afterwas 
king of Great Britain; but q- 
ing without iffue, and being t 
lat male-branch of the houle¢ 
Orange, he left his eftates to bs 
coufin Fohn-William Fria. Ths 
o¢cafion’d a difpute with the king 
of Pruffia, who put in his clait, 
as being defcended from Lait, 
eldeft daughter of prince . 
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married to Frederic 
La 2 or of ye ee 
ghichdifpute was but lately decided . 
The branch of Najfau Dillen- 
ne} and Dietz began with the 
Fobn of Naffax, brother 
{Wiliam the young, or the firft, 
i on of ¥iiiam the old. This 
count John had by three wives 
je and twenty children, and 
bw before his death, which hap- 
on the 8th of O€fober 1606 
athe 71f year of his age, eighty 
dee children, grand-children and 
peat-grand-children, We. hall 
mention only two fons, wiz. Wil- 
han-Lewis and Erneft-Cafimir. 
William-Lewis was born March 
13, 1560, and died A/ay 31, 1620. 
Ashe was the principal caufe of the 
apulfion of the Spaniards out of 
Frefland, and, next prince Mau- 
net, the chief inftrument made ufe 
df by providence in reftoring li- 
erty to the united provinces, he 
was therefore chofen. ftadtholder 
dFricland, In the year 1580, 
le was fo wounded by a cannon- 
tall, that he went lame ever after. 
His brother Erneft - Cafimir, 
who propagated the branch of 
Nafau- Dietz, was born Anno 
$73, and, on the 3d of Angu/? 
120, was declared {tadtholder of 
Pigland in his room. This 
pance gave proofs of his heroic 
fuurage on feveral occafions; but 
ws killed by a fatal fhot as he 
dghted from his horfe to go into 
te trenches before Ruremond. 
The hat through which he receiv- 
Wid the fhot is to be feen in the ar- 
“ory at the court of Fricfland, 
left two fons, Henry-Cafimir, 
Min 1611, and William-Fre- 
born Auguf} 7, 1613. 
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Henry-Cafimir, who fucceeded 
his father, after great fervices 
done his country, was defperately 
wounded in the year 1640, and 
died afew days after. 
William-Frederic, his brother, 
fucceeded him in the ftadtholderfhip 
of Friefland, and in 1650, after the 
deceafe of prince Wilham Il, be- 
came ftadtholder of Groningen. He 
married Albertina Agnes, third 
daughter of Frederic-Henry, prince 
of Orange. He was aprince of ex- 
cellent learning and courage, and 
died by an unfortunate fhot from 
his own piitol Anno 1664. 

He left one fon, Henry-Ca/imir, 
of the age of feven years, born 
in the year 1657, who was che- 
fen his father’s fuccefior in the 
{tadtholderfhip in the fecond year 
of his age; and in his eighth 
year that umportant office was 
made hereditary in his family. 
This prince on very many occa- 
fions difcovered an, inglination to 
facrifice his life in the fervice of 
his country ; having affifted at the 
battles of Senef, Fleury and Steen- 
kirk, In 1686, he married 
the princefs Amelia of Anhalt, 
by whom he had (belides feven 
princefles) two princes; one of 
which dying very young made 
way for his brother Jobu-iVilliam 
Frifo, born Aug? the 4th, 1687. 


and an half old when his father 
Henry-Cafimir departed this lite, 
on the isth of Adarch 1696, 
leaving him under the guardian- 
fhip of king ¥iliam ILI, by whom 
he was declared heir of all his 
eftates and by confequesce of the 
principality of Orange, as was 
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At twenty years of 
age, 
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age, he was folemnly invefted with 
his hereditary ftadtholderfhip, and 
in the following year 1708, the 
itadtholderfhip of Groningen was 
confer’d on him. On the 18th 
of April the fame year, he was be- 
troth’d at Ca/fel to the princefs 
Maria Leuife, daughter of the 
late famous Landgrave of Heffe- 
Cafe, and fitter of the preient 
Landgrave, who is likewife king 
of Sweden, But the marriage 
was not confummated till the 27th 
of April of the following year ; 
juft as if it had been his ambition 
not to enter the marriage-bed till 
he had adorn’d it with lawrels 
and the nobleft trophies, 

Scarce was he arrived from 
Caffel in the army of the allies, 
but be gain’d immortal honour 
in the battle of Oudenard. Af- 
ter which he commanded, toge- 
ther with the great Eugene, at 
the bloody and difficult fiege of 
the city and caftle of Lifle. 

The following year, he was 
fent with a detachment to attack 
St. Amand and Mortaigne; and 
afterwards at the fiege of Tournay 
he gave farther proots that he was 
not degenerated from the virtues 
of his anceftors. Soon after fol- 
lowed that moft bloody and me- 
morable battle of Malplaquet. 
Here the French army lay en- 
trenched behind three feveral 
breaft-works, provided with deep 
ditches: on the contrary, the 
confederate- army ftood expofed 
to their fire, and found the paf- 
faze to them made almoft imprac- 
ticable by the felling of trees, 
The prince of Orange, who com- 
manded the foot of the left wing, 
attack’d the enemy where he was 
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a and with thirty batt. 


lions forced his way ayain(t » + 
battalions of ac Frewh, tho’ 
fupported by the troops of the 
king’s houfhold. The two fa < 
entrenchments he had the Fi 


fortune to gain, but for want 9 
troops he could not win the thir 
till the enemy, being likewife a. 
tack’d in the rear, the victory x 
laft inclined to the fide of the 
confederates. After this, the pring 
undertook the fiege of Mo;. 
which ftrong city was forced t 
furrender in lefs than a month, 
In the year 1710, he, together 
with his uncle the prince of /. 
halt, commanded at the fiege of 
the city of Doway and the for 
de Scarpe, which were obliged » 
fubmit in lefs than fix weeks; 
as was St. Venant in thirteen days 
The following ycar was not f 
fortunate for this brave pring, 
For being three times fummor'! 
by the ftates-general to finifh, i 
pofible, the difpute concerning 
the inheritance of king Jillian HH Dp, 
eftates with the king of Prufe, bs 
who was at that time at ki g 
Hague, he was unfortunately 7, 
drowned, ‘Fuly 14, near the Mur jy 
dyk, ashe wason his way thiths, fh 


On the rft of September his illul H ‘y 
trious confort was deliverdoi i 4 
prince, who was chriften'd Hy 
the name of William-Chare-@ 4, 


Henry ri after the name & 
the late king of England, te 
grand-father the Landgrave @ 
Heffé, and his father. And ths 
is the prince whom we now 
ftadtholder of three provinces, 
Guelderland, Friefland and Gre 
ningen, and the territory of Dre 
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